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WHEREIN 
Certain ſelect Arguments for I NF AN T- 
BAPTISM, formerly {yllogiſtical- 
ly handled, are now reviewed, abbre- 
viated, and reduced to a plain Method, 
for the benefit of the Unlearned, and 
| Perſons of weaker Capacity. | 
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By FOSEPH WHISTON, 


With a large Epiſtle to the Pious and Learned 
among the Anti-pzdobaptiſis, eſpecially the 
Authors of the late Confeſſion of their Faith. 
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 _ Chriſtian Reader, 


He e::ſuing Sheets are only an E- 
R - pitome of that Plea I have here- 
| IR tofore more largely managed on 
NE the behalf of the Covenant-Inte- 
yn reſt and Baptiſm of the Infant- 

" Seed of Believers 5 wherein,as 

thou haſt the main Principles 1 bave proceeded 
upon, ſo the Strength of thoſe Arguments urged 
for their eſtabliſhment, in a Method better ſuting 
ordinary Capacities. The Alterations I have made 
are only ſuch, as either the Method I have now 
proceeded in made neceſſary, or 1 judged nſeful 
for the more full explication of thoſe Principles, 
and-enforcement of thoſe Arguments, with re- 
rence whereunto I have ſometimes made 
conliderable Additions , which I can with mich 
8 and cheerfulneſs of Mind put into thine 
ands, becauſe they now for ſome years have of- 
fered themſelves to the ſcvereſt Teſt of the mot 
Critical Oppoſers of the Practice pleaded for, who 
either have utterly declined their Examination, 
or after the ſtricteſt Examination of them bave 
not been alle to produce any juſt exception againſt 
them, And befdes they are now reduced to ſuch 


4 


$i 
a Method, and clothed in ſuch a Dreſs, as ſub- 
Jes them to thine own Teſt and Examinations 
_ 250 (as I may ſay) ſee with thine own 
s, 


ere are no Majors or Minors to puzzle 


thy Head withal : but as the Propoſitions, con- 


taining the Principles I have oceeded om, are 
plainly fet down 3 ſo their Explications and 
Proofs are, both in reſpe of Method and Terms 
. accommodated to thine own Underfland- 
ing. Neither is there any great Strength of Me- 
mory required to retain the firſt Propoſition, with 
the Evidence given in therennto, till thou comeſt 


to the ſecond ;, nor to retain that or the ſecond, 


till ibou 1 tothe third : nor any great Acute- 
neſs of Underſtanding, to diſcern the reference 
that one Propoſition hath to another, nor how the 
main Conc luſiom reſults from them all three, as 
laid together. Tet this muſt be ſaid, it cannot 
be rationally expeFed, that a Truth perplexed 
with ſuch variety of Diſputes, and entangled 
with ſuch variety of Obje@ions, as this contend- 
ed for hath been, ſhould immediatly be extricated 
out of all, and made to appear with that clearneſs, 
as that it ſhould command the Onderſtandings 
of all Men to a ſubmiſſion thereunto, without 
ſome Diligence uſed, and ſome Prudence exer- 
ciſed, both in examining the Principles laid 
down, with the Evidence given in for their Con- 
firmation, their ſubordination and reference the 

one 


1. ab 


fo r 


aue to the other, and the 
N the Trath 4 
8 pled that I would 


be 2 examining what is here 
Tr. it the 7 that [ former ad vs ſed ta. 
quire into, and labour to come 
to a eſalution role at the Covenant Intereſt or 

Federal Holineſs of the Infant-Seed — 
For though our Brethren of the Amtipedobaptiſt 
Perfwalion ſeem willing to avoid a Comeſt about 
this, and to thinkthat the main Difference be- 
tween them and us is about their Baptiſm z yet 
indeed it is quite otherwiſe. Would they but 
(bond fide) own and aſſert their Covenant-In- 
tereſt with us, our Differences would be brought 
into a much narrower Compaſs than nowthey arc, 
neither ſhould we look upon theſe Conteſts of, ach 
oo tan as at preſent we cannot but do. 
Covenant-Intereſt that we mainly con- 

— for; and whoſoever ſhall grant that, 1 doubt 
not but they will be eaſily brought, by the Evidence 
that is and may be ( when neceſſary ) produced 
from the Scriptures fer their Baptiſm, if not to 
Compliance with, yet to ceaſe all ſurther Oppoſition 
Fa ſt it. "Tis then their Cor enant-Intereſt that 
I would ade iſe thee 15 t to enquire into, and la- 
bour to come to a — about 3 and im or- 
der thereunto to ſearch into, and A to get ſa- 
ticfadlion about the C ovenant a at firſt eftabiijh 4 
with 


1 
with Abraham. Whenthe Apoſtle would eſtabliſh 
the Doctrine of Jaſtification by Faith without 
the Works of the Law, he refers us once and a- 
gain to the way and manner of Abraham's Fuſtifs- 
cation, ( ſee Rom. 8 6.) plainly 
ſhewing that God ſet a Pattern in Abraham, 
according to which he _ — e 
in jal u the u , #5 the Apoſtle ſpeaks. 
So in * — 5 — to 1 Hence 
and Subſtance of the Covenant, he hath ſet a 
Pattern in Abraham, according unto which he 
always hath and will deal with all who are taken 
into the ſame Covenant with him. Hence would 
we be ſatisfied about the Tenour of the Covenant 
in regard of its Extent and Latitude, that is, 
world we know whether it extendsto, and takes 
im Children with their Parents, or be only made 
with Parents themſelves, put that Queſtium ta 
our ſelves that the Apoſtle doth Rom. 4. 3. 
What ſaith the Scripture ? that is, In what 
tenour doth the Scripture declare that theCove- 
nant was made with Abraham? And we ſhall 
evidently find it was made not only perſonally 
with Abraham, but with im and his Seed, 
that is, his Children immediatly proceeding from 
his own Loins. The evidencing of this is the 
deſign of my firſt Propoſition. And having found 
aut the true tenour of the Covenant, as at firſt 
eftabliſhe4 with Abraham, the Father of the 
Faithful. {ken 


() 

Then proceed to enquire how it hath been hi 
therto, and ſtill is continued to all his Seed, 
whether of his natural Poſterity, or of the Gen- 
tiles ; and thou wilt evidently find, that as it 
is the Covenant eſtabliſhed with Abraham, that 
ic, the Couenant Believers are ſtill under 3 ſo 
that it always hath been, and ſtill is continued 
in the ſame tenour to them all. This my ſecond 
Propoſition, with the Evidence given thereunto 
proves (pardon me though I ſay it ) againſt all 
rational ContradiGion. And clearly under 

ing, and being eſtabliſh'd in the Trath of theſe 


two firſt Propoſitions, thou maye __ 
te — of the 5M | 2 
do T much doubt thy ready Compliance with that, 
and conſequently the Truth contended for. And 
the truth is, were but what Mr. Baxter hath ſaid 
to prove the Church-Memberſhip of the Infant- 
. Seed of Believers, (an Abbreviation of which is 
now extant ) and what is even here offered for 
the eſtabliſhing of their Intereſt in the Conditi- 
onal Covenant — from whence their 
Right toChkurch- berſti doth ariſe, and the 
Arguments to prove the Rightfulneſs of their 
Baptiſm upon ſuppoſition of that their Covenant- 
Intereſt and Right to Church- Memberſhip, tho- 
rowly and impartially weighed, Icannot but hope 
this Controverſy would haiten to a Period among 
all that truly fear God, 


Chriſt 
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. thee 
ew of 4 late 


Chriſtian Reader, I- 
brow, that I have had a cur 
e 1 

Mr. Grantham 3 my ſelf 
at — concerned, nor e Von thing added beyond 
what others have ſaid, T judged ite needleſs to 
tale any further notice ofit. "I Mall only add, 
Lie to a due ſence of the weight and im- 

s Controverſy as yet managed up- 
— eart; keep in mind the Account thou 
mui? ſhortly give to him that js ready to jndg 
the Quicll and the Dead; en ponder 
what hath been, and here agen 7s offered fir | 
ſatiſſactiun. Pray much : and as — 
aſſure thy ſelf Ha ſpare in his, ſo let him 
afbare in thy Prayers, who is 7 het? thine in 
the Service of thy Soul to his power, 

J. W. 
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P 1. I. 20 Oy Pag. 2.1. 13. for cru 
read curiouſly. Pag. 21. I. 16. for him read them, 
P.31. l. 15. for 1 De. he 1.22. for know 
—— and J. alt, for Seed read Howſe. P. 38. I. 6. for 
ner read now, P. 43.1. 10. add what. P. 44. J. 14: blot out 
ſeeh be. P. 54. 1. ult. far Covenant read Command, P. 5 5. 
L 27. for bed read hath, P. 7t. 1.6. rely onal read 2 
. I, 30. blot out move, P. becauſe read 

80. 1.18. for chat r ly Pag. 82. J. 19. 
— ates In the Epiſtle. P. — I. 19. blot out one. 
P. 9. I. 29. for willingly _ unwittingly. 
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| CHAP. IT, 
Thy Introduction. The firſt ſubordinate Propo- 
fition propoſed, explained, proved by 4 
threefold C onfideration. 


82 tells us, The Scorner ſetlth Wiſdom, 


bus findeth it not; but to him that underſtand- 
eh, Knowledge is eaſy, Prov. 14. 6. Or as 
ſome read the latter Branch, Te him that is 
rodent, Knowledg is light. In which Proverb = 
ave a twofold Qualiticatiop, neceſſary for In 
rers after Truth, viz. Hwmility and Prudence; t 
former to their Enjoyment of Divine Aſſiſtance ih 
Teachings, the latter to the right management of 
the Enquiries made: through the concurrence of 
both which, their Enquiries will become both eaſy 
and ſucceſsful. The Uſefulneſs of the latter, only 
to touch upon that, the fame wiſe Man ſufficiently 
implies in another of his ſacred Adagies, where he 
tells us, * Heart of the Prudent getteth (or as ſome 
read ), poſſeſſeth Knowledg, Prov. 8. 15. Others 
may I after it, but it is the Prudent that is in- 
riched with the Knowledg of it. 

Not to inſiſt upon the various Reſpects in which 
Prudence is neceſſary, and ought to be exerciſed ini 
Enquiries made after Truth, fo as that the Mind 
may come to be enriched with the Knowledg of it, 

ſhall only ſay, That hg that is furniſhed wit „ and 

h the Uſe and Exerdlſe of ſo much Prudence, as 
2 471 to be directed in a right Entrance upon his 

1 B ſearch; 
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n 
ſiearch, will find himſelf under no ſmall advantage, 


more arly and deligh to 8 in, and 
. Nabe at the defired Succeſs of the Search he 
makes3 and no where cari the Entrance upon the 
Search after any Truth be made moxe nightfalig, or 
with more hope of Succeſs, than at the fitft; at lea 
more plain and expreſs Revelations that God hath 
made thereof unto his Church. The entrante of thy 
Word, ſaith the Plalmilt giveth Light, Pal, 18. 
30. Or, the Door of thy Word. So the Seventy u 
' mlly tranflate that word. - Suppoſe a large F 
or Building, furniſhed with of R 2 
Appartments, the whole ty framed after 
the manner of a Labyrinth, each Room having a 
Clew of Silk or Thread leading thereunto, all meet - 
ing together at the Door 3 now as the opening the 
Door lets in Light, whereby a more genetal View 
and Proſpect of the whole may be taken, Þ the 
ſeveral Clews leading to their reſpective Rooms or 
. diſcerned 5 and let a Man take hold 
the right Clew, and keep his hold of that, it 
leads him fafely th all the Windings and 
Turnings, tothe Room he intends to take up his 
reſidence in 3 otherwiſe he is bewildred, and loſeth 
himſell. To ich a Fabrick or Building we may 
compare the whole Syſteme of Divine Do- 
ctrine contained in the Scriptures, and forthe ſuch 
Allufion the Pſalmiſt ſeems to have had in his Eye. 
Fhus, as by the firſt ſupernatural Revelations of 
Divine — Door ws or Fabrick 
was opened; ſo they con (though more 
dark and e ee ee of all 
the main and findamenta ine — or apper- 
cainng to the Covenant of Grave y which if a Man's 


Under 
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or, i Covenant-Intereft and Bap- 
5 &d of F Believers, 
— Ar his Pep DE TEE 
and. And ſhould 1 hav 
cable : but becauſe Light held A in Wi 
Otacle for the diſcovery of the Mind nd Wil 
of God about the Doctrine 12 for, is ( nel 


$ Oracle did not aſto 
dere, it had neither Fi 181 4 nor — 


-For. the 2 


Propuſition, with 125 encet Scriptures both 
el the Old and New * unto cach 


of WP be n attended to. 
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7 : Prop. 1. 


A 


That all thoſe that are under, or are the adh 
"Subjeds of that grand "Promiſe of the 

| — are the due Subjects of Bap- 
tiſim. * 


-Suppoſing the Truth of theſe three Propoſiti- 
ons, none can with the leaſt ſhew of Reaſon que- 
Rion the Agreeableneſs of that Practice of In- 
fants Baptiſm ( the Practice enquired after, and 


by us contended for) to the Mind and Will f 


pur Lord Chriſt, To begin with the firſt, Viz. 
Sons B 3 Prop, 


* 


vers, whether liying under the 005 or 

ment- Ad — were included, and — 
of his natural Seed. 1 do not ſay, that his Children 
immediatly proceeding from his own Loins were 
only, but this I 155 they were * br immedisi- 
Mintended-. I readliy grant, the Promiſe had 
a reſpect unto, 2480 meclude al the natural Fews, 
yea," even thoſe yet in being. * Yet this muſt be 
carefully obſerved, That though in this Term 
[Seed] God intchded and had reſpect to all Abra- 
bams natural Poſterity, as well as his Children im- 
mediatly procteting er et hedid 
not intend, nor h & to both as falling un- 
der ont and the ſartie 1 and Conſideration. 
As fot his Children imme 111 proceeding from his 
own Loins, he intended and had reſpect to the 


as feverally and particularly GIST that is, he 
intended and had el to cach of them in par- 
' ticular; 


F 1 
. 


3od his Children by Kuurab, 28 
t as ſor his iately 
A Jews in following 


as 

and 

only as more generally conſidered 3 
intended and had reſpect to them only 
Poſterity, but he intend · 
not, nor had reſpect to them as ſeverally 
| conſidered. Hence no one of 4. 
brabam s Poſterity, beyond thoſe that did immedi- 
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as of his natural Seed; but whoſor 
ever among them were in Covenant, or had the Pro- 
miſe a ining to them, they were either ſuch as 
had perſonally taken hold of the Covenant themſelves, 
or were the natural Children of thoſe who had ſq 
done. So that for the underſtanding the full 
Mind of God in that grand Promiſe, we muſt di- 
ſtiaguiſh of this Term — or of this Seed of 
Abraham, to whom the iſe was made, as thus; 
Abrabars's Seed is either Natural, or Spiritual. A- 
gain, take it of his Natural Seed, ſo they were ei- 
ther ſuch as proceeded immediatly from his own 
Loins, or ſuch as proceeded from thoſe who origi» 
nally deſcended from him, and were on that ac: 
count to be reckoned as of his Poſtęrity. Now 
take the Promiſe as reſpecting both Abrabam's na: 
tural Seed inuncdiatly procceding from his own 
Loins, and alſo his Spiritual Seed 3 ſo it was in- 
tended of, and had reſpect to each of them in par- 
ticular: But take it as reſpecting his natural Seed, 
mediatly deſcending from him in after Ages; ſo it 
intended and had to themonly in the gener 
"By ro 


4 ( $ 9 J 1 
ral, but did not intend, nor had reſpect to any ta- 
ken apart and ſingly by themſelves. As: for In- 
ſtance, take the Promiſe as reſpecting Abrabam's 
immediate Children; { it int and-had 
to Iſhmael as well as Iſaac, and to each of his Chil- 
o__ by Ketwrab as well — either — 

t take it as eſpecting his Poſterity in after Ages, 
ſuppoſt Feb; or any of hib Children in Ages at 
a greater diſtance from him, ſuppoſe Moſer, David, 
or the like 4 ſo it did not intend them in particu· 
lar, only had a more general raſpect unto them, 
as of Abrahams Poſterity, but had go other reſpect 
to them than it had to any other 5 his Poſterity, 
that were or are alike deſcended from him with 
them. But now this 1 ſay, however this Term 
{| Seed] is to be underſtood, yet Abrabam's natural 
Seed, or Children immediatly proceeding from his 
on Loins, were firſtly intended, as the immedi- 
ate and next Subjects of the Promiſe with Abraham 
himſelf, Yet further for the fuller clearing up the 
Mind of God-in this Promiſe, and that our Foun- 
dation to the main concluſion may be more firmly 
laid, Two things muſt be carefully obſerved and 
remembred. | 

1. That as this promiſe had à reſpect to Alra- 
ham's whole Seed, according as is before opened, 
fo it was made to them in their reſpective Genera- 
tions, that ie, to them and their Seed, that is, 
their natural Children immediatly proceeding from 
their own Loins. | 

2.That as it reſpected all Abrabam's natural Seed 
immediatly proceeding fromhis own Loins, and his 
Spiritual Seed, with their ʒeſpective Children imm e- 
flatly proceeding from their own Loins, as wm 

: / | | rally 
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rally and larly- conſidered; ſo it was made 
only conditionally : it did not ſecure. the · Good con- 
tained in it abſolutely, let them live how they 


would; but it did ſuppoſe, and 3 — 

That as the natural Children of Abraham; 
che natural Children of all his Seed, as grown 
up to years of Maturity, ſhould perſonally. take 
bold of the Covenant themſelves;” and perform the 


Conditions of it in their own Perſons; ſo that his 


Spiritual Seed thould continue in that way of: Faith 
and Holineſs they were entered into, in order to 
their reſpective enjoyment of the Good promiſed. 

- But to coe to the Proof of this tirft Propoliti 
on, That Abraham's natural Seed, immediatly pro- 

from bis own Loins, were intended in this Pro- 
miſe as the firſt and next Subjeis of it, is ſo evident, 
that it ſeems impoſſible that any pretending Sobrie 
ety ſhould deny it. For, 

1. Tis undeniable from the very Letter. of the 
Promiſe, I will, faith God, be a God to thee, and 
to thy Seed. Now this Term [ Seed] in the fuſt 
and moſt proper Signihcation ot it, mult needs in- 
tend his natural Children. And had not the Holy- 
Ghoſt himſelf ſhewed us, that Abrahams was to be 
the Father of a Spiritual Seed, and that this Sced 
was included with his natural, all Men muſt 
have rationally underſtood it of his natural Seed 
only, and it had been the higheſt preſumption to 
have applicd it to any other. - And though the 
Holy-Ghoſt hath ſhewed us, that Abraham was to 
have a Spiritual Seed, and that that Seed was in- 
tendedzyet for any to exclude his naturalSeed,when 
they have no warrant from Scripture ſo to dd, fa- 
yours of no {mall Preſumption. It is a known Rule 


tor 


it mult at 
exclu == when they have no 
and Gu 


Scripture ſo to do, is unreaſonable 
4 as it muſt moſt properly ſignify 
it cannot without the 


| dren 
immediatly proceeding from his own Loins. So 
that as for any to have underſtood this Promiſe of 
Abraham's Spi piritua] Sced, had not the Scripture 
warranted — ſo to do, had been 
So to und it of them to the excluding his 
natural Seed,” when there is no warrant ſo to do, 
is unreaſonable : And to underſtand it of his re- 
mote Poſterity, to the excluding his Children de- 
ſcended immediatly from his own Loins, is alike 
preſumptuous, unreaſonable, and abſurd, with 
either of the former. And hence, would but the 
con minded keep to the Letter of Scripture, 


which they ſtand fo much upon, a god 
Foundation would be laid for the cading of this 
Controverſy. 


2. That Abraban's natural Children were firſtly 
_ immediatly intended in this Promiſe by this 
2 is evident from Abrabam's applicati- 
Token of the Covenant (wherein this 


Promiſe is one ſpecial Article on God's part) aut 
that 
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tcifion 3 Every 
vn ha . And that 
appointed and <njoyned it under this Notion, 
as the Token of the Covenant, is evident, in that 
God tells chem expreſly, it ſhould be the 7; of 
the Covenam berrpten bim and them. And that 
lum did apply this Token of the Covenant to all his 
natural Seed, inimediatly proceeding from his 
own Loins, and that as the Token of the Coves 
nant, is undoubted; tis expteſly declared mA 
Ihimael and Iſaac, Gen. 17. 13,--- 217 Gen. 4. 
Though the Circumciſion of his Childten by ** 
nah is not mentioned, yet that they were circums 
cifed cannot be queſtioned: z ſeeing the Circumciſiori 
of ſome others, as of FacoFAtnd his Sons, who yet 
| all doubt were circumciſed, is not demi. 
- e Command of God to circutciſe therm, (conſi- 
_ the Teſtimony thar God Himſelf gives of 
abam's Faithfulncſs) as alſo his — — 


792 om that 3 1500 very 


ct fi ould, and 
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800 have ſpoken that 


Covenant bet ween me and 
it was ap ppl lied had not * in Jn (which in 


caſe this Promiſe took them not in, they had not 
en) had been utterly falſe; fo that to ima 

855 ſhould appoint Abrabam to apply the Tales 
of the Covenant, and that as the Token of it, to 
any unintereſted in it, would be to imagine him not 
only guilty of lrrationality, but Falſhood. Hence 
nothing can be more evident, than that they were 
Abraham's natural Seed, immediatly proceeding 
from his own Loins, that were firſtly and imme- 

diatly intended in that Promiſe. | 

1 « This might be further evidenced, were it at all 
neceſſa» 
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Now if thoſe two were in d-in the Pro- 
miſe, it will undeniably follow, that all Abrabam's 
natural Children were alike intended in it. We 
ſee the Promiſe is mage in univerſal Terms, not 
excepting any of his Seed in particular. And 
theſe two being evidently intended, there is no 
reaſon imaginable why any of his other Children 
ſhoyd be excluded. | 


From the whole of what hath been ſaid, the 
Truth of this firſt Propoſition appears paſt all ra- 
tional Contradiction. Whence ſuppoſing this 
Covenant mentioned, Gen. 17. 7. the Cove- 
nant of Grace under which Believers now are 

and 


(OF) 


2 8 at. ttt th. — — 


1 


„ cn Ab. 1, 
a The fs“ feln dine Propeſition pr 


be br 4, confirmed, Fir 

ve lin, Letter of that Promiſe 

it The true Sence 7 
back and confirmed by 4 threefold Con · 

id deration. Secondly, by ſeveral Promiſes 

e and Prophetier, relating to New-Teftament 


2 


le Times. 

8 

5 Prop. II. | 

in 1228 grand Promiſe of the Covenant is g- 
* tinned to New-Teftament- the 

he Extent and Latitude in which it was at 


Abraham. Or take itthus, This Promiſe 
hath been, and ftill is continued to all A 
Seed, in the ſame Extent and Latitzde, in which 
as at firſt given to Abraham their Father. 


Look in what Sence it is to be underſtood as 
made to Abraham, in the ſame Sence it is to be 
underſtood as continued to his Seed, or to thoſe 
whoever they were or are, that were or are in- 
tended in this Term | Seed], and conſequently to 
P. |» EE i they being undoubted- 

J intended in it. Plainly thus, as God i 2 this 
as at firſt made to Abrabem, had 2 par- 
ticular reſpe& to all his Childrep, immediathy 

pro» 


C26) 
proceedibg from his own Loins, and only a more 
— — to all his. N mediatly de- 

nding from him 3 and anſwerably each of his 
Children immedlatly. ing from him, had 
an actual Intereſt in the Promiſe, wete in the 


-oyenant o the Sign 

of it 3 whetcas,the reſt of his. Polterity, though 
xd had a more general reſpect to them, yet none 
of; them had an actual Right to the Promiſe, nei- 
Ther were they in Covenant as particularly conſi- 
dered nor could have the Token of the Covenant 
duly applied unto them: So nowè in this Promiſe, 
as continued to Abrabam's Seed, whether of the 
Fews or Gentiles, God always had, and ſtill hath 
a particular reſpect to all their Children immediat- 
ly proceeding from their own Loins, and anſwe- 
rably bach one of them in particular are under the 
Promiſe, within the Covenant, and have a right 
to the Foligg of it 3 but as for their mediate Poſte- 
ritt ho always had and till hath a more ge- 
| ſped to them 3 yet none of them have an 
anal Intereſt in the Promiſe, neither can they 
rightfully have the Token of it applied unto them. 
'And'if it be ſaid, In caſe God had only a more ge- 
neral reſpe& to Abrabam's Poſterity, mediatly de- 
ſcended from him, by virtue of which reſpect none 
of them were actually in Covenant, nor had aright 
to the Sign and Token; ho came it to pals that 
the Covenant was continued for ſp many Genera» 
tions amongſt the Jews, and they had this Promiſe 
of God's being a God to them continued ſucceſſive- 

ty from one Generation to another unto them? 
loanſwer, to touch upon this by the way, it was 

thus: Firſt God enters the Covenant with Ar. ar 

md 3. * * * 4 : an 


6 


| W286 tit; it was the hols of thoſo in whoſe hands 


(7) 

promilts not only to be a God to him 
oo boring 4 ＋ God to his Seed, 
that is, as beſote proved, his natural Children, 
A Loins. Theſe 
Children, + Strom, were under the Pro- 


and t r Maturity, ſo ma- 
ny of ＋ As as took hold of the Covenant had now 
the Promiſe continued to them in the ſame extent 
apd latitude it was given to Abrebam, it is now to 
them, and their Children immediatly ing 
from theit own Loins. Theſe Chi again, 
** Infunt - ſtate were under the 5 Protniſe, 

as d ng from ſuch — —_ and 
they a 1 to years of Ma 

* Log 2 ben bal of the Covenant 1 
the Promiſe continued to them, in the ſame ex- 
tent in which it was given to Abraham, and thei 

immediate Parents, had it continued to them, ind 
fo ſtom one Generation to another; But in caſe 
any of Abrabam : immediate Children, as in the 
Cafe of 1/hmarl,or of ſuch Parents as had taken hold 
of the Covenant, as in the Caſe of Eſau, did apoſta- 
tize from God, they did thereby not only torfeit 
their own Intereſt in the Promiſe, but did cut off 
the Entail from their Poſterity : themſelves-having 
loſt the Promiſe, or forfeited their Intereſt in it; 
their Children muſt needs loſe their Intereſt with 
them, and anſwerably they wete to be caſt out of 


the Church, look'd upon and dealt with as Stran- 


gs to the Corinne, ahd Promiſes of it, till thetn- 
repent and believe: and in 
sa ke to be cut off by Death, and if they 


the 


| C333, 
the Adminiſtration of Church-Cenſures was put. 
But ſo long as Abraham's Poſterity did ſucceſſively, 
one Generation after another, embrace the Cove- 
nant 3 ſo long the Promiſe was: continued to them 
in the ſame extent and latitude in which it was at 
firſt given to Abraham. And as it was thus in re- 
ſpe& of the Fer, or natural Poſterity of Arabum, 
ſo it is in reſpe of the Gentiles, Whoever under 
the firſt T t was, or unger the New-Teſta- 
ment is to be accounted for Abrabam s Seed, they 
always had and have the Promiſe continued to 
them in the ſame extent, and yet with the fame 
limitations, in and with which it was given to 
Abraham; though it is true, Abraham in ſeveral re- 
ſpects had a preheminence above any of his Seed, 
as in of Paternity or Father-hood, ſo in re- 
ſpect of the Continuance of the Covenant amongſt 
his natural Poſterity but this 1 fay, Take Abra- 
ham as a believing Parent of natural Children, fo 
as the Promiſe was made at firſt to him, and his 
natural Children immediatly proceeding from his 
own Loins, ſo it always hath been and ſtill is con- 
tinued to all that were or are to be accounted for 
his Seed. And the Truth of this Propoſition is 
alike evident from Scripture with the Truth of the 
former. As, 


I. It is evident from the very Letter of the Pro- 
miſe, I will be thy God, and tbe God of thy Seed, in 
their Generations, A, 

God, we ſee, promiſes not only to be a God to 
Abraham's Seed, but to be a God to them in their 
Generations. Now in this Phraſe, -| their Generati- 
ous] the:x Childr n are included. [ Thy Serd in their 


Gene- 


2 +. ak «dah. tt. * — 
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obs bp 
rations] in this latter Branch of the Protmiſe, is equis * 
valent to [thee and thy Seed] in the former Branch 
of f, as that was made to Abraham as a natural 

Father of natural Children ; for God to promiſe to 
be'a God to Abraham's Seed in their Generations, is 
all onè as if he had, (as before he did to 2 
protniſed to be a God to thein and their natural 
Children: So that in this Phraſe, in their Genera- 
tions, is included the natural Children of all thoſe 
to whom the Promiſe doth appertain. 

For the clearing up of this it muſt be premiſed, 
That in the ſame Sence this Branch of the Prongiſe 1 
is to be interpreted, as it had reſpect and was on- 
tinued to the Jews, who were Abrabam s natural 
Ny in the ſathe Sence it is to be interpreted 
as it had ſeſpect, has been, ot is continued to thoſe 
who from amòng the Gentiles were or ate to be 
accounted the Seed intended in this Promiſe. An 
the Reafon is evident, becauſe the Jews,his natural 
Seed, as grown up to years of maturity, held their 
Intereſt in the Promiſe, not meerly as his natural, 
but as his Spiritual Seed, as is pattly evident from 
what is already faid, and will mote abundantly 
appear from what follows. Hence. undegiably, as, 

chis Phraſe in this Promiſe was to be interpreted, 
as it reſpected the natural Poſterity of Abrabam, ſo 
it is to be underſtood as reſpecting the Gentiles, 
Now that this was the Sence ot this Promiſe, as 
it reſpected Abraham's natural Seed and Poktrity, 
is evident three ways. | 
« Firft; Becauſe it can be nd otherwiſe underſtood, * 
r Þ but the Truth and Faithfulneſs of God will be im- 
ched thereby. Let any other Sence imaginable 
put upon this Branch of the Promiſe, and it 
a C 2 Will 


(20) 
wilt be found inconſiſtent with t 
and Faithfulneſs of God in his 1 IIS 
I there is no other Sence, beſidęs that aſbre manti- 
Y bned, can with any ſhew of reaſon be put upon it, 
Except only this, viz. That when God promi 
to bea to Abraham, and his Seed in their Gene- 
rations, his meaning was, That he would be a 
God to them in the ſeveral Ages and Generations 
of the World, wherein they ſhould reſpectively 
: Hve. But now this Sence is utterly inconſiſtent 
with the Truth and Faithfulneſs of. God, in as 
much as in caſe this had been the ſence and mean- 
ingꝰ of this Branch of the Promiſe, then each one 
Abrabam's natural Poſterity would have had par- 
ticular Intereſt in it, and conſequently God had 
engaged Himſelf to be a God to each of them: for 
in caſe this Phraſe [thy Seed in their Generations] ex- 
tends not the Promiſe beyond thoſe inumediacly 
and firſtly intended in that Term [ Seed}, then the 
Promiſe, to whomſoever it ſhould appertaig, 
would have been a particular Promiſe, entitling 
each of them to the Good promiſed, That it is to 
be underſtood as a particular Promiſe, as appertain- 
ing — proteres natural 3 unmediatly | 
proceedi m his own Loins, and to his Spiritu- 
al Seed, entitling each of them to the mole goa 
miſed, is paſt all rational doubt, and will be fur- 
ther proved hereafter: and anſwerably, in caſe that 
Phraſe, in their Generations, ſhould not extend the 
Promiſe beyond thoſe firſtly and immediatly intend- 
ed in that Term (Seed), it muſt be ſo underſtood 
as appertaining to all Abraham's Poſterity 3 for 
that it did and doth in ſome ſence appertain to 
them, is expreſiy declared in Scripture, But now 
| it 


. 


* * 
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(41) 
it is undeniable,that God was not the God of Abra- 
tums Seed in abeir Generationt in this Sences, there 
wert many of abs Seed in after Generations 
dat God was ut 4 God unto: So that let Mep 
Rady to the itmoſt, they will r 
nt any other Sence of this Promiſe, - than that 

e before given, as it reſpected Abraham s natur 
Poſterity, but it will be found inconſiſtent o_ 
the Truth and Faithfulneſs of God in his Pro- 
— That this isthe true ſence and meani 


of this Branch of the Promiſe, is evident, beta 
ſo ex it, when he comes after- 


watd-to deal with the. Jews in a Covenant-way 3 


thus Naa, 29. 10, It, 12, 13. There we ſhall find, 
when God comes to renew his Covenant with him, 
he rakes in their najural Children with themſelves, 
as Parents, into Covenant with Himſelf, and that 
in proſecution of this very Promiſe. In the 110 
verſ. it is expreſly ſaid, The Covenant war entred 
with their little Oner, And that this was in proſe- 
cution of this Promiſe is expreſly affirmed, v. 13. 
And that he did not take them in meerly as they 
were - of Abrahams Poſterity, is in part evident, 
and will further ap in the next particular. 
So that God himſelf expounds this Phraſe, in tbeir 
ations, as including Parents and Children. 
©; Thirdly, That thisis the ſence and meaning of this 
Branch of that Promiſe, is evident de facto. Alem; 
natural Poſterit y ſo long as the Coyenant was conti- 
nued among them, yea, not only his natural Poſterl- 
ty, but alſo ſuch who from among the Gentiles 
took hold of the Covenant, enjoyed the Promiſe 
as including their — with them, . 
, 3 n 


(32)) 


and Children were always Joint-Heirs of the ſame 


Promiſe ; what Parents ſocver, whether Fewe. or 
Gentiles, had the Promiſe appextaining, to them, 
their Children had it alike a to them. 
Now this is evident paſt all rational doubt theſe 
three wa 
; ef. cromche cophnt aged cation ofthe Tor 
en of venant, to 
intment of God himſele to 1 
t both the Fews, and thoſe who from among 
the Gentiles joined themſelves to the Jews Chard, 
ere according to the appointment of Cod to 
and anſwerably did, apply the Token ol the Co- 
venant to their Chi en, is ſufficient] evident 
throughout the Old-Teſtament, and is * 
none. 

adly. This is evident — the Ground ved 
which the Token was applied to them, and that 
was their Intereſt in the iſe. And that the 

oken of the Covenant was applied upon that 
Ground, is ſufficiently evident from what hath been 
already id. For, 
I. It was applied under that very Notion and 
Conſideration, viz. as the Token of the Coen ant. 
2. The Application and Reception of it is laid 
to be the keeping of the Coyenant. 

3. The Command enjoining of it was grounded 
upon Intereſt. in the Covenant. 

4. Otherwiſe God could not truly fay, it was 
the Token of the Covenant hetwgen him and thole 
to whom it was applied, which yet he doth. 

N Becauſe otherwiſe it had been the univerſal 

uty of all Abrabam's Poſterity, deſcended as well 

y Iſhmael as Iſaac, and by Eſau as Jacob, to con- 

tinue 


e 
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ti nue the uſe of Circumciſion throughout all Ages, 


is to i 415 
zdly. Let this be added, that the Promiſe could 
not appertain to the Children we now ſpeak of, 
neither could they have been in Covenant, unleſs 
included in this , Thy Seed in their Generations. 
That they had an Intereſt in that Promiſe, and 
were in Covenant, is undeniable from what hath 
been already ſaid. Now ] ſay, they could have 
had no Intereſt in that Promiſe, neither could have 
been in Covenant, had they not been included in 
that Phraſe: For, 

1. It cannot be ſuppoſed, neither will any af-- 
firm,. they could have that Promiſe apperraining, 
to them by virtue of any perſonal of theix 
own : by what way, or through what means then 
can they be ſuppoſed to have had ſuch an Intereſt 
in the Promiſe, but only this, that it did reach and 
take in Children with their Parents? If any ſhall 
ſay, it was by virtue of their Relation to Abraham, 
as his Seed, though mediatly deſcending from him. 
To that I anſwer. That there is no Ground for 
this pretence, in reſpęct of the Children of thoſe 
who from among the Gentiles embraced Abrahams 
Covenant, they were not either immediatly or me- 
diatly deſcended from Abraham; hence in reſpect 
of the Children of Proſelytes, there is no other way 
imaginable how they ſhould come to an Intereſt in 
the Promiſe, and without that they could fat haye 
had the Token of the Covenant applied to them, 
which undeniably they had, but that before menti- 
oned, viz. through the extent of the Promiſe as 
made to Parents and Children, in this Phraſe, Thy 

f C 4 Seed 


raining te 4 
that is andemable from hve 


rents; as grown op 0 


the Promiſe contifived ro-thetkſelves meerly as of 
the. natural Poſttrity of Aran, but as Allo. 
perſonally talen held of the Covenant 
and ſo as Believers and conſcqueritly as Abrabant's 
Myfiical Seed. The truth is, that none of A 
bam 's natural Seed, whether P to years 
vratürity, of Infants, beyond — 
protetummg fror his on Loins, auſſbmtael, z, C. 
and they * ofily during their Infant tate, Had" 
anactua] and perſona! lite in, or Right to the 
Covenant; or Prortiſes of it, meerly as his, Seed, 
1 Race and Polterity.” This is 
r 
wg I xuy Radial Fhitere i in the Promiſe deer 
asf bam s natural Poſterity, then all his Poſteri- 
ve had a qi ke inteteſt 8 bar it is ins 
fallibly ertain that all had nat. Aan 
2. Incaſe Abraum s natural Poſlericy had addr 
Tattteſt in the Covenant and Promiſes, meer as 
ſuch, beyond his immediareChildien's then Beach 
of Covenant on their part had been ſimply and ab- 
ſolutehy iinpoſſihle, and conſequently: they muſt 
3 rily have continued in Cœvenunt tilt the Co» 
vebant it ſelf had been Ela u *Ewhich to this 
day i is not, as Will appear mor — . and by J 
and have enjoyed the full Good i 
"Bur now to fay that Breach — Covenant teh 
their 


ee, beuge Hike Pa- 
years” of traturity, and as 
Parents they wht ſo to be, they had not 


error 


. ewes ad in: Hs A» eas” <6 


* oy * 
eee impoſſible; is not only 


plain Scripture, bet to are Got ih rae 
| 2 ty How came fo ma- 
ny of Abraum s Poſterity. to be cuſt dut of Cove 
nant, M Breach of Covenant had been impoffible 
on their part ? Or if they are not of Cove-" 
namt, Lov comes it to paſs that they enjoy not the 
Benefits of it? But that the Covenant is broken 

on their parts, is undeniable's had ĩt apper- 

tained to them meetly as Abraham's „ had 


nh ny tre] for Arab Polterity they till 


dk Incaſe auc natoedl Race and Poſte- 
rity had the nt with the Promiſes of it ap- 
pertaining to cheti, meerly as his Seed; and if any 
zz ſuch had, then all had, as is proved before; then 
nove of them coukd have been juftly'br righteouſly 
finally cut off, caſ out, or excluded from, either 
the Covenant, or Common-wealth of Iſrae, either 
by the hand of God, or by any Eccle Cen 
ſure. But thar ſome, ye, or any of them, ſup- 
— 'their Apoſtac/ from God, might be juſtly 
ghteouſty cut 6 caſt out; and exclu- 

ded, — that finally, from the Covenant, aud 
Common- wealth of "Iſrael, either the one or 
the other way, is certain. So that᷑ none of 
ham s s Foſterity, beyond his immediate 
had an actual perſonal Intereſt in the nt; or 
had the Promiſes appertaining to them, as 
or becauſe they were of his Poſterity.- | At 
it will undeniably follow; that zocke en 
rity, that being grown up to yearsof Maturity, 
had their Intereſt in the Covenant continued to 
them; it was not meer]y becauſe they were of Abra- 


1 bam's 


4269 
s Poſterity, but becauſe! themſel 
S 2 


e as well as his Natural Seed; 
all their had their Intereſt in the Co- 


— not from their Relation to Abraham, as of 
Wr ity, but from — Relation to 
te Parents, virtue of this Ptomiſe 

on to Abrabam's Seed in their Generations. 

Now. then let but what: hath been ſaid be well 
weighed, and fully underſtood, and no rational 
Scruple can remain in the Minds of any about the 
Truth of what weaftirm. That w we affirm, 
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his natural Seed i 

own Loins, was contin ied aha whether 
y were Fews, or Proſelyted, Gentiles under tHe 

firſt, Teſtament,. in the ſame latitude and extent 

Wa it 88 with, and made 0. leo 

e rſt; 

. ad ic is exident, Firſt, from the very Letter 


2 Promila. And that that is the true meaning 


t Promiſe . becauſe no other Sence 
an. be put upon itz but the Truch and Faithfulneſs 
*G od is im | thereby, God himſelf ſo ex- 
11 0 and the Jews fo enjoyed it throughout 


. . extent and latitudei in which the 
(oh the! Promiſes were continued to Alra- 
s Seed under the firſt Teſtament, in the ſame 
xtent and Latitude they are continued to his Seed 
— — ſecond Teſtament, which evidently ap- 


Rad only from hence, namely, Becauſe the 
equally and alike Concerns New-Teltas 
ment 


1 * : 
(27). 
ment-Believers, as Abrabem's Seed under the firſt 
Teſtament, and no Alteration appears to have been 
made in the tenour of the Covenant, in of 
its latitude and extent. Which alone might ſiffice, 
ſeeing it muſt needs be high Preſumption for any to 
2 Alteration in the Covenant beyond what 
God hath done. But I ay it appears not only 
from hence, but alſo from the Conſideration of 
the Notion under which thoſe that then 
— ining to _ — — Children 
were look d upon, viz. as Abrabem's Myſtical or 
iritual Seed; which is the very ſame Notion un- 
dier which Believers ſtill are look d upon, as having 
the Promiſe appertaining unto them. N 
Now when the People of God under the firſt 
Teſtament had the Promiſe continued to them in 
this extent and latitude, viz. as reaching to and 
taking in their Children with them, and this as 
they were conlidered under this very Notion, as 
Abraham s Myſtical or Spiritual Seed. Who can 
entertain the leaſt doubt, whether it be continued 
in the ſame extent and latitude to the People of 
God under the ſecond Teſtament, ſeeing both thoſe 
under the firſt Teſtament, and theſe under the ſ6- 
gond Teſtament are alike included in, and ſpoken 
ta in one and the fame Promiſe, and that as look d 
upon in the Promiſe under the ſel-· ſame Notion 
and Conſideration?ꝰ . | 
Theſe things carry ſo much Evidence, that 
were they well conſidered, it may ſeem even 
impoſſible, but that this Controverſy, among all 
' Perſons: that give themſelves up to the Con- 
duct of the Scriptures, muſt needs have a Pe- 
tiod put unto it and indeed-it may ſeem — 
| faper- 


(28) 
r 
ſhall more contract in wha 

But to proceed, che Truth of tus en Prop: 
un eden. | 


11. From the Promiſer 2d ny of. the 
Old-Teftament, | reftrring to ane, | 


times, 

G | 1] 
| They FFAs ſhew; that God intended. chi 
Promiſe ſhould be continued to Abrabam 's  Sced, 
that is, Believers under the Neu- I. 

fame extent and laticude in which 
to Abraham at firſt, nix. as taki 
their Children. Thus it is evidently: propheſied 
of, and promiſed to ſome, as in purticulat the 

Jews, that under the Neu- Teſtatnent they ſhould 
enjoy this Promiſe in the ſame! extent and lati- 
tude in which it was made to Abraham, chat is, 
That God would be a God to them and their 
Children with them. The Prophecits and Pv. 
miſes are obvious to all, that will but conſult 
Scriptures ; Ia. 44. 3. & 59. 21. & G5. 2g. 
31. 1. Esek. 7. 21,22. Who, that reads 
theſe Scriptures, eſpecially as expounded by the 
1 Lad in Ras. 12.26. by that univerſal 
P All Iſtat! fall be ſaved; can doubt he- 
ther the Jem: at their future Call and Converſion 
ſhall enjoy this Promiſe in the extent and lati- 
tude before mentioned? Sutely all Men muſt 
unavoidably grant that 2 . I know 


that any have expreſly denied it. No it is 
certain * ſhall he teceived into the ſume Cove - 
nant that Believers are now under they my 

ave 


((-29)) 
have another Covenant diſting from that at preſent 
— 9 —— Tbis is evident by com- 
paring . 41. 31. with Heb, 8. 8. Now the 

vegant being one and the ſame, all the i 
ſes of it may and ought to be indifferently . — 
unto all under it, and conſequently to believing 
Gentiles, as well as to the Fews at that their Call 
and Converſion 3 I mean, they may and ought 
to be applied indifferently both to believing Gen- 
tiles, and to the Jews, when the Good contain- 
ed in them is not, either by the nature or kind of 
it, nor by any revelation from God, reſtrained 
to the Jews, as the Good of this Promiſe is not. 
And chat we may and ought to apply ſuch Promi- 
ſes, t fatily and directiy made to the 

s, to helieving Gentiles, is ſufficiently evident 
the Apoſtles application of Promiles to belie- 

ving Gentites, which were firſtly and immediatly 
— to the Fews. Compare Ferem. 31. 31, with 
Heb. 8. 8, 9, 10. Amos 9. 12. with 4d, 15. 16, 
Theſe Promiſes primarily and principally reſpect 
the Jews at their future Conv 3 yet, we (ic, 
the Apoſtle applies them to the Goſpel-Charch un- 
der this preſent Adminiſtration. In like man- 
ner are —— — of God's 

n - Bri 

bis People, his being a God of 1 lle Familie of U. 
' racl. And the like may and ought to be 

to believing Gentiles, though they have a mai di- 
rect reſpect to the Jess. * * AN 


So that it is evident from theſe Proghecies and 
Promiſes, that God intended to continur, and an- 
ſwerably has continued this Pramiſc in the: kane 


extent 


CHAP. II . 
The ſecond Kees, Propoſition further 


confirmed, and that both from the expreſs 
Words of the A 1422 Gal. 3. 14. 4nd 


from ſeveral New-Teftam:nt-Scriptures, 
as laid together, and compared one with 
another. Three . Concluſions drawn from 
them. Two 8 dravyn from thoſe 
inc luſiunt. Three Objectiant anſwered. 


T* this Promiſe is ſetled upon, and con- 
firmed to believing Gentiles, in that extent 


and latitude mentioned, is evident, 


UL From the expreſs Letver of the New-Tit 
. ment, 


Thus in Gal. 3. 13, 14. the Apoſitt tells us ex. 
beefy, Thar Chrilt bo 2— from the Curſe 
1 i of Abraham might come pon the Gen- 

bim. So that it is according to the 


* * Letter ofthis Scripture, that the Bleſſing of 
Abraham is come pon the believing Gentiles 
| through 


Law, himſelf being made a Curſe for us, that” 


Bleffing he was blefſed with, viz. that God was 
his God, and the God of his Seed; that is, as be- 
fore- proved, his natural Seed. It is true, there 
were other Bleſſings conferred upon Abrabam ; but 
that the Bleſſing contained in that grand Promiſe 
of the Covenant is this very Bleſſing the Apoſtle 
hath unto, and doth intend, is undeniable, 
for three Reaſons. 

1. Becauſe the Apoſtle expreſſeth himſelf in an 
indifferent or univerſal Term, the Bleſſmg, and con- 
ſequently the Bleſſing contained in this Promiſe, 
cannot be excluded, whatever other Bleſſings are 
included, | | 

2, Becauſe all other Bleffings conferred upon A4 
brabam were ſuch, as each believing Gentile is unca- 
pable of enjoying, as to be the Father of the Faithful, 
to have the Meſſiah deſcend from their Loins.T 
and the like Bleflings are not compatible to every 
particular Believer 3 ſo that no other Bleſſing that 
Abrabam was bleſſed with, can be intended. % 

3. Eſpecially becauſe the Apoſtle mult neceſſa- 
tily have reſpect to this very Promiſe, and there- 
fore the Blefling contained in it muſt needs be the 

. Blefling ſaid by him to be come upon che Þelievi 
Gentiles through Chriſt. This is evident ons the 
16th verſe of this Chap. where the Apomle cites 
this very Promiſe, to prove what he had affirmed 


in 


© 4 
1. 


am, its being come 5 
intended in that wat hiß 
prove what he affirms e 
impertinent. And beſides, the A my us, 
verſe 29. That fo be then we are Heir 
according to the Promiſe doth nat, it 45 = 
expreſs” what we are Heirs upto, but this 1 4b 
verſe tells us, it is the Bleſſing of Abraham that is 
the Good we are Heirs of 3 Now, faith he, we 
are Heirs of this Bleſſing a" to the Promiſe. 
According to what Promiſe ? Why that, Promiſe 
mention I vol. 16, For that is the Pre that 
evidently the Apoſtle intends. Hence 

Abraham come Kell the Geniiles] mult 4. 27 

that very Ble conpaitied. in that Promiſe, 
and that was, Tha God would be a God to 


Abraham and lis Seed, — is, primarily his na- 


tural Seed, ſo he would be 4 God to bis fo in 
their Generations, that is, to them and their natu- 
tal Children, which i 5 the {ame Blethng that Abra. 
ham himſelf was bleſſed with. 


So that we fee by che expreſs words of the 


Apoſile, the Promile is granted unto, and ſetled 
dpon believing Gentiles in th ſame extent and la- 
titude in which it. was made to Abraham. 


TV. and laſtly, That this Prowile ee 
to all his Seed, and in particular to 
tiles, in the ſame latitude and extent. in, 
8 

Jaid ee, -f 


A yy EEE , 09 TY A . 


. ww OD. 
# 


os. 


AR. 


Lo 


03) 

The Paſſages amongſt ochers are theſe, Mark 
0,10. Luk, 8 p. 2 39. 2 31. 
1 Cor. 7. 14. From t Paſſages, as 
ther and compared one with another, we 2 
ſer theſe three Concluſions, from all which the 
Truth afferted will evidently appear 12 11 
I. That upon any Parents believing in Chriſt, 
the Promiſe of Salvation belongs not only to them 
ſelves, but to their reſpective Houſes3 not only 
themſelves as perſonally conſidered, but their Hou- 
ſes come undet the Promiſe of Salvation. This is 
evident from La 19. 9. AGs 16. 31. compated 
together, Our Lord Chriſt tells Zaccheus, Saluuti- 
on, upon his believing, wes come une bis Honſts 
that is, as the Apoſtle explains it, his Houſe was 
now under the Promiſe of Salvation. What Sal- 
vation he means is evident om the Apoſtles 
words, namely, Eternal Salvation, as begun in this 
Life; therefore ſaith he, Thox and thy Houſe ſhall 
be ſaved, which is all one as to fay, Salvation ſhall 
come to thy Houſe 3 for Salvation to to 4 
Houſe, is all one as to ſay, that Houſe be ſa- 
ved, or is under the Promiſe of Salvation; Hence 
no Man can rationally interpret Salvation, in that 
Paſſage of Chriſt to Zacchew, of Chriſt himſelf 
Indeed Chriſt is no where in Scripture called Sal- 
vation ſimply and abſolutely, nor can Chriſt poſſis 
bly intend himfelf, becauſe he Jays the Ground of 
this Salvation's coming to Zaccheis's Houſe, iff 
that new Relation he was received into unto Abra- 
bam; he was now become his Son, and upon that 
very Ground Chriſt tells him,  Salvgtion was come 
to bis Howſe; Now that cannot be ſuppoſed to be 
the Ground uporwhich Chriſt himſelt came to . 

| D Houte 3 
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Hoſe; he cane tether that he might become a 
Son of Abraban, than Becauſe he was ſo; fo that 
he muſt needs here intend Salvation: in a proper 
tue. So that we ſee expreſly,” that ũpon Parents 
— the Promiſe of Salvation belongs to theit 

8. , 331551 Ale 
Hes That under this Term [ Howſe] the Chil- 
dren of helieving Parents are in a peculiar and an 
eſpecial manner included and intended. I do not 
deny, but the Tetm Hanſe] may take in more 
than their Children ; but that they are in- 
cluded, cannot be rationally queſtioned. Hence 
lor Salvation to come to the Houſes of believing 
Parents, is all one as to lay, Salvation is come to 
their Children. For as our Lord Chriſt tells Zac- 
chews, Salvation was 225 to Ar 1 5 * 
Apoſtle Paul aſſures the Jaylor, that upon his be- 
Iieving his Houſe ſhould be-ſaved ; and the Apoſtle 
Perer tells the Jews, that upon their believing, the 

Protmiſe would be to them and their Children; 
and our Chriſt tells us, that of ſueb (ſpeak- 
ing of Children) is the Kingdom of Heaven, Now 
all theſe Paſſages, as in the general, and for the 
ſubſlance, intend one and the ſame thing, ſo they 
mutually explain and confirm each other. 

Hence for any to underſtand [ Salvation] of Chriſt 
himſelf, or { Howſe ] of Zacchews himſelf, is not on- 
ty unreaſonable, - (Salvation, when abſolutely put, 
never ſignifying Chriſt, nor a Man's ſelf ſaid to 
be his Howſe) but it. is to ſhut their Eyes againſt 
that Light the Holy Ghoſt himſelf holds forth for 
the diſcovery of the Mind and Meaning of our 
Lord Chriſt in that Paſſage to Serben. 


III. That 


' 


o 


r 


* 


III. That Salvation belongs to the Houles, cl 
Fade the Children of believing Parents, mect- 
Vas ſuch; that is, aSthey are the Children of ſach 
Parents, without conſideration had to their perfo- 
nal Taich and Repentance. Now this which it 
is true is moſt liable to exception, may be unde- 
niably demonſtrated, not only from the Letter of 
the forementioned Paſſages, no mention being 
mate of the Faith and Repentanee of thofe Chil- 


. .dren, of whom it is faid, Salvation was come to 


them, or the Promiſe is to them; but from a two- 
told Contiderations | 

1; That the Promiſe of Salvation belongs to 
the Houſes, that is, as before, the Children of be- 
5 Parents, meerly by virtue or on the aceount 
of ſuch a Relation they ſtand in to Abraham, as is 
common to all Believers, this is that of Children. 
Thus faith Chriſt, This day is Salvation come to thy 
Houſe,” foraſmitch as he alſo is the Son of Abraham. 
Mark what it is that our Lord Chriſt gronnds his 
Aſſertion upon, it is evidently Zacehem his Relati- 
on to Abraham, as bis Sted. And the like muſt 
be undetſtood as the Ground of that Promiſe of 
Paul to the Jailor; he and his Houſe upon belie- 
ving would come ugder the Promife of Salvation, 
foraſmuck as he then would become a Son of Abra- 
ham, as God promiſed to Abraham, to be a God to 


bim and bis Seed, which is all one as to fay, to him 


and his Houſe; ſo that he would be 4 God to his Seet 
in their Generations, which is all one as to fay, to 
them, and their Houſes, ' So now Zacchens, being 
through his Faith in Chriſt become one of Abra- 
bam s Seed, our Lord Chriſt tells him, Saluation 
was come to his Homſe; he, and his Houſe, e ſpeci- 

| D 2 cially 


ve for ſubſtance with 
any with ny der of Reaſon fiel the neorey 
ofFaith, or the adtual Calling or Converſion of bis 
Houſe, to their Joint-Intereſt with him in this 


Promiſe 3 ſeeing not only there is no ſuch Qualifi- | 


cation intimated to be neceſſary 3 but on the other 
hand, their Intereſt is evidently declared by our 
Lord Chriſt to be Zachenz's Relation to Abra- 
bam, as one of his Seed; our Lord Chriſt ſpeaks of 
the Time preſent, Salvation was then come to bis 
Howe, upon the very firſt Moment of his believing, 
and that upon this very account that he now was 
become a Son of Abraham. And this Good, viz. 
to have Salvation come to bis Houſe, being vouch- 
fafed to him upon that Ground, it muſt needs be a 
Good common to all ſtanding in the fame Relati- 
on with him to Abrabam. To lay ba Man, when 
made fret of a City or Town Corporate, this or 
that is 9 — Priviledge, as ſuppoſe to uſe any 
Trade, or the like, foraſmuch ag you know your 
ſelf are made free, it evidently ſhews that ſuch a 
Priviledge is common to all that are free of ſuch a 
City. or Town Corporate. So now when our 
Lord Chriſt faith to Zacchews, Salvation was come 
to bis Howſe, upon that Ground, becauſe he was a 
Son of Abraham, it undeniably implies, that it is 
a Privi common to all believing Parents, as 
they are the Seed of Abraham, and conſequently 
Salvation muſt needs appertain to the Houſes of all 
Believers, as ſuch, without Conſideration had to 
any Qualification of thoſe intended in this Term 
[Seed]. 

| 2. That 
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n upon their own per- 
hence: becauſe the 
2 of the —— warrant from God 
apply the Promiſe of Salvation to 2 
upon the ſole account of their own perſonal belie- 
A m ke promice him, that ap hike 
that 
being to bend Bay bid fend, Now 
* the Apoſile doth this Promiſe to 
as a Motive to him to believe, it might 
i belenng, c 


the firſt moment of his believi 

been ſaid, Now the Promiſe of Salvatio 

to thee and thy Houſe 3 or thou and thy Houſe 
be ſaved, Now what the Apoſtle did or —_ 
have done, every Miniſter of the Goſpel may do 

in the like caſe upon Parents believing : they may 
apply the Promiſe of Salvatlon not only to them 
as perſonally conſidered, . but to them and theit 
Houſes, And if it ſhould be aid, that as the Pro- 
miſe of Salvation was only conditionally 
to the Jaylor himſelf, ſo it muſt he jnderiood as as 
referring unto his Houſe, as the Apofile 

him, that if he ſhould believe he Dodd nc 
{9 he only aſſures him, that if his Houſe 
believe, they alſo ſhould be ſaved, But now for 
this, there can be no rational Pretence for ſuch a 
=P of the Apoſtle's words, — only becauſe 
they are expreſt and poſitive without any in 
2 en i psd l 
but more eſpecially, becauſe in caſe the Apoſile 
had not intended a peculiar Good accruing to his 
Houſe upon his own 17 believinę, — 
D 3 cpu 


could be nothing elſe buttheisInterth in, and Right 
tothe Promile.of Salyation. There can Fo | 
ſon imagined why he ſhould-add the latter Branchi 
af the Promiſe, concerning his Houſe, ſeeing whe- 
ther he had believed or. no, his Houſe ſhould have 
been ſaved upon condition of their believing nor 
fo propoſe that as a Motive to imduce him to be- 
lieve, which he might have been aſſured af hough 
he had not believed, had been impertinent, yeaʒ ab- 
ſurd. It niuſt be ſomething accruing to his Houle 
by his believing, that muſi xtionally be an Induce» 
ment to him to believe, To tell him, that-upon 
his believing, and that as a Motive to up > 
lieve, his Houſe ſhould be ſaved, when they) 
ht into no other Capacity in reference:to 
Salvation than they were before, or would 
been, ſuppoſing he ſhould * be lic ved; had 
been ridiculous. Hence, unleſs we will charge the 
Apoſtle with as great an Abſurdity as well Man 
could be guilty of, we muſt grant he intended as he 
ſpeaks, viz. That upon the Jailors believing, both 
bnnſelf and Houſe ſhould be ſaved, that is, they 
ſhould come actually under the Promiſe of Salvati- 
on, which in caſe they ſhould not fortcit by their 
after failing in performing their Duties indiſpenſi - 
bly required to their actual enjoying that᷑ Salvation 
which at preſent they were actually under the pro- 
miſe of, they ſhould infallibly enjoy it. For that 
muſt ſtill be remembred, that though upon Parents 
perſona) Faith, their Houſes, and eſpecially their 
Children,. come under. the Promiſe of Salvation; 
yet their future Enjoyment of it neceſſarily ſuppo- 
ſes their own performance of the Condition of 


the Covenant of Grace, as they grow up to years 
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— ; 2 — there ſhould: bo apy 
Children as are actually grown 
when their Parents do believe, though'a Right to 
and Intereſt in the Promiſe: aterves to them as the 
Children of ſuch! Parents; yet urile(s t 
to,” and take hold of the Covenant, they do id 
adio forfeit their t to and Inteteſt in it: But 
this we ſee evidintly, - that upon Parents belic- 
ir. Children have a Right to- and an Interef 
in che Promiſe of Salvation, without conſideration 
had to any Qualifications in them: which ſuffci- 
ently ſhews that the Promiſe; which was the thing 
to be proved, is continued ayes 
in the ſame extent and latitude in Te was 
made to Abrablam at the hel abliſhmenr of the 
Covenant with him. The wis to "ith 
ind his natural Children; ſo it is to Believers, 
and their natural Children, or (Which is all one) 
to them in their Generations. 'Frotwhathach deen 
fajd, two things may be inferred·· | 
1. That it is alone as to the prodfof Childrens 
Intereſt in the Promiſe, whether Zacchent or the 
. Jaylor had any lafabts at that time. If they Had 
— 2. Promiſe did belong to them; if they had 
et the Promiſe did be to theit Houſes. 
auc ſime is true of the Houſes of all Believers; 
if they have any Infants? the Promiſe belongs to 
then; if they have none, yet the Promiſe apper- 
fains/ unto ſuch as are included in the Term 
{Houſe ], 

2. We may infer, That the Scriptures ſome- 
tines mentioning, the Faith and Repentance of 
the Houſes, or ot ſome in or of the Houſes of he- 
lieving parents, da no way oppoſe, but on the qther 
D 4 hand 
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Gives And therefor 1 tall dan take notice of 
' ee; het j to tn 


The fixft Objection that I ſhall take notice of, 
is raiſed from that Rem. 9. 7, 8. whereunto is 
added, Mat. 3. 7. and Joh. B. 33. “. Whereas the 
A denies that the Children of the Fleſh are the 
ildren of God 3 ſo he affirms, that the Children 
of the Promiſe are accounted for the Seed. So 
Baptift, and our Lord Chriſt ſhew the Inſi 
and Vanity of that Plea the Jews made for the 
continuance of their Covenant · ſtate, and Enjoi- 
ment of all their Priviledges, Benefits and Bleſſings, 
whether preſent or future, annexed thereunto, 
grounded upon their Relation to Alrabam, as their 


Father. 
Object. 1. a 

Thus it is objected, That in caſe Abraham's ewn 
natural Seed conld not have their Covenant-flate, with 
the Priviledges and Benefits thereunto annexed, continued 
to them the Goſpel, upon the account of their Rela- 
tion to Abraham, as bis Seed ; much leſtcan the Infants 
of any believing Gentiles be received into ſuch a State, and 
enjoy the Priviledges and Benefits of it pon the account 

of their Deſcent from, and Relation to ſuch Parents. 
Anſwer. 
This Objection hath its riſe from the ame 
Miſtake about the true Mind and meaning of God 
in this grand Promiſe of the Covenant, wherein 
he promiſeth to be a God to Abrahams Seed in 
their Generations, which the Jews themſelves lay 
under; the rectifying of which was the Di 
both of John Baptiſt, ous Lord Chriſt, . and 
Apolile 


>» 
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Apolile Paal, in the places mentioned. And the 
Miſtake is this, the Jews thought, and the Fra- 
mers of this Objeqtion will needs take it for grant- 
ed, that this Promiſe did ſo appertain to all the 
natural Seed of ' Abraham, whether immediate. or 
mediate, as that they had univerſally a 33 
and particular Intereſt in it; and hence t — 
t that they could not be caſt off, nor depri- 
ved of the Bleſſing and Benefits of the Covenant, 
without a failure on God's part in his Promiſe. 
Our Oppoſers ſeem to ſee. no other way to vindi- 
cate the Faithfulneſs of God in their actual rejection, 
than by affirming this Covenant is diſanull'd, atleaſt 
the tenour thereof altered, ſo as not to take in the na- 
tural Seed, as it did (as they ſuppoſe) during the firſt- 
Teſtament- Adminiſtration; but the Miſtake, as to 
the tenour of the Promiſe or Covenant, is the ſame 
in both. Now the rectifying of this Miſtake was 
the Deſign both of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, oba Bap- 
tift, and the Apoſile Paul; where let three things 
be conſidered : | 9 
7. That neither John Baptift, nor our Lord 
Chriſt, nor tie Apoſſle Paul, do deny that the 
Promiſe had seſpect to them; yea, the Apoſtle 
Paul doth ſuppoſe, and implicitly grant that it 
had, which could be no other than that more gee 
neral Reſpe& before mentioned. 
* That they all ſpeak to or of the Fews then in 
g. $ ; 
3. That they (peak to or of them, as grown up 
to years of maturity; and hence their Deſign is on- 
ly this, vir. to ſhew that the Promiſe; as made 
with ſuch a r to them, did not infallibly ſe- 
cute their Covenant- ſtate, nor their Enjoyment of 
0 3 the 
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the ſaving Benefits and Bleſſings of the Covenant, 
without Faith, Repentance, and Holineſs on their 
parts 3 the Apoſtle withal ſhewing; that there was 


an Election of Grace, as he after ſpeaks, which 


did and ſhould obtain the Good promiſed, which 
they did in reſpect of thoſe who were grown up to 
years of maturity through their Faith and Holj- 
neſs: but in reſpect of Infants, it was through 
the gracious Promiſe of God reaching and taking 
in them with their Parents; and hence neither 
the one or the other ſpeaks to or of the Fews 
in theſe places, carries the leaſt ſhew of Oppoſition 
to either of the foregoing Propoſitions but on the 
other hand, as what the Apoſtle Paul ſpeaks of 
them, taken in conjunction with the Context, 
undeniably implies the Truth of our firſt Propoſi- 
tion. So what they all ſpeak, adds no ſmall Con- 
firmation to the ſecond, as might eaſily be made 
appear, were it neceſſary. Let us only ſee the 
Truth of what we now athrm, viz, That which the 
Apoſtle Paul ſpeaks of the fewe, is ſo far from 
carrying any Qppoſition to, that it evidently im- 
plies the Truth of that Propofition. 

For the making of this plain it may be obſerved, 
that the Queſtion the Apoſile is there reſolving, 
as is granted on all hands, and is evident from the 
Context, is, How ſo great a part of the Jews canld 
be rejected and yet the Faithfulneſs of God in that 
Promiſe made of no effect thereby. 

Now for the Reſolution ot this Queliton, he firſt 
more generally aſſerts, that all are not Iſtael, that 
are of Iſrael. And then more particularly, 

1. Denies, That all the Seed of Abraham, that 


is, his natural Seed, were Children, that is, 


the 
Children 


* 
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Children of Gad, as he expounds it, venſ. 8. He 
denies not but that ſome were the Children of God; 
all chat he denies is, that they were all fo. 

2. On the other hand affirms, That in Iſaac the 
Seed were to be, and anſwerably were called; which 
he explains in verſ. 8. namely, That the Children of 
the Promiſe were counted far the Seed, Where let it be 
obſerved, he ſpeaks not of that grand Promiſe of 
the Covenant, but of thoſe tyo Promiſes, the one 
made to Abrabam concerning the Birth of Iſaac, 
and the other to Rebecca, concerning the prehemi- 
nence of Jacob above Eſax; and by the Children 
of the Promiſe he means the Elect. 

No theſe are ſuch he accounted for the Seed, 
that is, they are the Perſons deſigned to enjoy the 
Good promiſed. For the illuſtration and contirma- 
tion of which, he ſhews, That Perſons mighdbe 
Subjects of this Promiſe of the Covenant, yet not 
be Children of God, nor accounted for the Seed, 
that is, an appertain to the — — Grace, 
and conſequently might not enjoy the . 
miſed 3 — yet free —— of the Frith, 
fulneſs of God in the Promiſe. And then ſhewt 
it was ſo, 

1. Among Abrabam's Children, deſcended from 
his own Loins. | 

2. It was fo among Iſazc's Children, who were 
Subjects of this Promiſe, as included with Iſaae their 
9 2 that Phraſe, [thy Seed in their a] 
ver. 8, 9, 10. Hence he argues a fortiori, If it might 
le A ary. yr s own Children, and. 
in reſpect of his next Son's Children, who had the 
Promiſeappertaining to them as ſeverally and par- 
ticularly conſidered 3 much more it might be ſo 


in 


— 


with Jacob, his 
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reſpect of thole, who were the Subjects of this 
Promiſe 


iſe only, as it bad a more general reſpect to 
them, as of Abraham's Poſterity. But hence it is 
evident, the. Apoſtle is ſo far from denying, either 
that Alrabam s own Children, or Iſaac's Children, 
were Subjects of this grand Promiſe of the Cove- 
nant, that he plainly grants and ſuppoſes that they 

: for i | and 
take it for that the reſt of Abraham's 
Children been accounted the Subjects of this 
Promiſe with Iſaac, and the reſt of Iſaac's Children 


inſt the Reſolution he gives of that Queſtion, 
25 will evidently a toany that ſhall throughly 
weigh the whole Context. So that] this Text of 
the Apolile is ſo far from oppoſing, that it doth 
greatly eſtahliſn the Truth of our firſt Propofition 3: 
the Apoſtle evidently granting that ISmaet and 
Abraham's Children by Ketwrab, were the Subjects 
of this Promiſe as well as Iſaac, and Eſau as well 


as Jacob. 
Object. 2. | 

It is ſaid by ſome, That this Covenant, the Efta- 
bliſhment of which with Abraham and bis Seed in' 
their Generations is recorded, Gen. 17. 7. is not that 
e 
with Abraham did run in that latitude and extend 
pleaded for, viz. as taking in Parents with their 
natural Seed under the Firli-Teſtamentz yet 1 Are 
gement can be drawn from vhence 10 prove that the In- 
fon 
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fan- Seed of Believers are fill taken into Covenant wit 
their Parents, ſeting the Covenant under which Belie- 
vers nom are, is a Covenant quite different from this 
eftabliſhed with Abraham, this being the Old, and 
that the New Covenant. 

| Anſwer, | 

This Objection will be ſufficiently removed by 
the Proof of theſe two ſitions, 

I. That this Covenant then eſtabliſhed with A- 
brabam, was a Covenant of Grace, that is; a Cove- 
nant aſſuring of Spiritual Bleſſings, © the very ſame 
Bleſſings aſſured and conveyed to Believers by the 
Covenant they are now under 3 and a Covenant 
aſſuring ot ſuch Bleſſings will doubtleſs be ed 
by all Men to be a Covenant of Grace. That this 
was ſuch a Covenant will appear by theſe four 
Confiderations. 1 GHSÞ 
1. That in caſe this Covenant only affured Abra- 
ham, and bis Seed in their Generations,” of a tempo- 
ral Good then many thouſands that were the un- 
doubted Subjects of it, and that as - perſonally 
and particularly conſidered, might and did never 
enjoy any Good or Benefit by it 3 and this without 
any default on the part either of themſelves, or 
any others through whoſe default they could be ſup- 
poled to be jultly deprived thereof, and conſequently 
meerly through God's not performing his Promiſe. 
This is evident thus, Becauſe many thouſands, that 
were the undoubted Subjects of this Covenant, 
might and did die in their pure Infant- ſtate, und 
conſequently were utterly uncapable of enjoying 
any temporal Good. Hence in caſe this Covenant 
only aſſured of a temporal Good, all thoſe fo dy- 


ing muſt needs fall ſhort of the Good promiſed. 
* And 
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And this could not be through any default of their 
own, ſeeing they were (as in their Infant - ſtate) 
uncapable of doing either Good or Evil. 
this might be, and often was found true in ref; 

of the Sced of Believers, and conſequently no for- 
feiture of the Promiſe was made by their Parents; 
hence their not enjoying the Good of the Cove- 
nant, ſuppoſing it to be only temporal, could be 


_ aſh to no other Cauſe, but meerly God's npt 


ing his Promiſe. Hut now it is certain, 
none ever did or ſhall fall ſhort of any Good pto- 
miſed, meerly through a Failure on God's part in 
making good his Promiſe, Hence it muft needs 
be a Spiritual Good, which might be enjoyed in a- 
nother Life, that was the chief and principal Good 
intended in this Promiſe. | 

2. Confider the Subject Matter of this Pro- 
miſe, or the Good promiſed, and that was, that 
God would be a God to Abraham, and bis Seed in 
their Generations. Now the Pſalmift expreſly pre- 
ters this above any temporal Good whatſoever, 
Pſal. 144. laſt verſe. © And conſequently” it muſt 
needs be a Spiritual Good, ſeeing it is impoſſibſe 
that there ſhould be any Good that is greater 
than any temporal Good, and yet it ſelf is no Spi- 
ritual Good ago | 


3. Conſider, that the Promiſe of the Land of 
Canaan, which according to the Letter of the 
Promiſe only intended a temporal Good, yet ac- 
cording, to a more inward and Spiritual Sence did 
intend a Spiritual Good, viz. Heaven, as is eviderit 
from Heb. 11. 9,10. and is acknowledged ( at leaſt) 
by ſome ol our chicf Oppoſers. And how unrez- 
ſonable and abſurd is it ro itragine, chat the mw 

. . miſe 


4. Conſider that this Promiſe, as is granted on 


all hands, intends a Spititual Good, as tnade to 
Abrabam's Spiritual or Myſtical Seed, and anſwe- 
rably muſt needs intend the like Good as made to 
his natural Seed; ſeeing God hath no where in his 
Word given us a Warrant to interpret it of one 
kind of Good as made to his Myſtical Seed, and 
of another kind of Good as to his Natural 


Covenant of Grace, the Good contained in it was 
a Spiritual and Eternal Good; and ſuch a Good 
can be granted to, or enjoyed by Man as now fal- 
len, by no Covenant but what is a Covenant of 
Grace. | 

II. That this Covenant mentioned Gen. 17. 7. 
was the very ſame for the Subſtance of it, that Be- 
lievers under the New-Teſtament are under. It is 
not only a Covenant of Grace, but the very Cove- 
nant of Grace that Believers are ſtill under. Nou 
this is undeniably evident fromthe Apoſtle s Diſ- 
courſc in Gal. 3, Let only two things be con- 


ſidered. 
1. The Apolile affitms that this Co- 


poſitivel 
venant was uever Aanulfd or abrogated. . Thus 
val, 17. This 1 ſay, Thet the Covenant which wat 
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tas: * 
ae the Promiſe of ne H that 
ol this Covenant made 


58 Na with Abrabam, is ſufficiently evident 
tom che whole Context. Tis that Covenant; the 


| r in that tenous, To thee, 


ay Seed 3 {ee verſ. 16. Which muſt needs be 


1 this:Covenane, no other Covenant made with As 


; containing any Promiſe to his Seed, 
tunging in that tenour. Now faith the Apolile, 
The Law, which was four bandred and thirty years 
after, could not diſanul this Covenant ;, ſo that this 
Covenant was not difanull'd by the Law: And 
let it be carefully obſerved, that in caſe it had been 
diſanull'd at avy time betore our Lord Chriſt came 


in the Fleſh, yea, or by him when he was come, 


(and that it hath been difanull'd at any time ſince 
or by any other, 1 ſuppoſe no Man will affirm) 
it had been all one as to the Apoſtſes deſign ; for if 
it had been difanall'd before Chriſt came, or by 
him when be was come, the Apoſtle could not 
have proved, that the Bleſſing Abraham war com 
un the Gentiler through Chrijt, as believed in, (as 
we ſee he doth frotathe tenout of: that Covenant) 
any more than if it had been diſanelJ by the Law. 
go that undoubtedly, this Covenant is the very 
Covenant under which Believers ſtill are. 
2. Let it be conſidered, that it is by virtue of 
this very Promiſe contained in this Covenant that 
Believers are Heirs of the Bleſſing of Abraham; thus 
— — _ that not only the Bleſſmg of Abrahatm is 
believing Gentiles, but is come upon them 


cough thi this very Promiſe, and that as they are con- 


the Notion of Abrabam s Seed, which 


| ders the matter out of doubt. When Believers are 
. E 


undet 


65009 

under this very Promiſe, or Heirs to the Good ot 
Bleſſing — in it, as bed ee ee 
who can doubt whether the Covenant, the grand 
Promiſe of which they are undef, and that as they 
are become Alrabam s Seed, de that Covenant that 
they are now under? So that that. Covenant 
eſtabliſh'd with Abrabam, is the very ſame Cove- 
nant of Grace that Believers are now under, is too 
evident to be denied by any chat are but indued 
with human Modeſty, 

And whereas ſome may yet ſay, The Scrip 
ſeems evidently to diſtinguiſh between that 
nant the Jews were under during the Old-Teſta- 
ment-Adminiſtration, and that Believers are under 
ſince the Goſpe!-Adminiſtration, calling the one the 
Old Covenant,the other. the New. The Anſwer is at 
hand, viz. That it is readily granted, that the Few: 
were under a Covenant that Believers now arenot 
under; but that was not that Covenant made with 
Abraham, but the Covenant made at Mount Sinai. 
Hence the Covenant, the New-Teſtament calls the 
Old Covenant, was that made at Mount Sinai, and 
not this made with Abraham. The words are 
plain, Gal. 4 latter end. Heb. 8. 8. | 

So that it is paſt all rational doubt, it was 
the Covenant of Grace, that very Covenant that 
Believers are now under, that was eſtabliſ'd with 
Abraham, the Eſtabliſhment of which is recorded 
Gen, 17. 7. And here we might further confirm 
what hath been hitherto pleaded for, namely, that 
the grand Promiſe of the Covenant is continued to 
Believers under the New-Teftament in the ſame 
extent and latitude, vis. as including their Infant- 
Seed with them, in which it was at firſt made 


0 
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to Alynbam ; fbr ifithe Covenant be the fanie,the 
Promiſes of it muſt needs be continued in the fame 
tenour in which they were at firſt made; unleſs God 
j had made any alteration, whiehit is certain 
in this reſpect he hath not done. Theſe things appear 
with ſo much evidence, that it is to admiration how 
they ſhould meet with any Contradiction from any, 
that pretend to take the Scripture as the Rule of 
their Faith and Practice. n. 
At may be ſotne will yet further ſay, That ſappoſi 
it be granted, that the Covenant then eſtabliſp d with 
Abraham was not only a Covenant of Grace, but the 
22 2 Believer bay always hav 

ind ftill are; yet the Infant-Seed of the P 
of God under the Pi. Totem, might be only — 
the external Adminiftration of it, and not taken in at 
Parties in the Cenenant it ſelf 5 and herempon that Ad- 
miniſtration ceaſing, they are no ways concerned in the 
Covenant, either in regard of the - Adminiſtration, of 
tbe Snbſtance of it. 41 

'.\ Anſwer: 


is true, ſome ſeem to think ſo, but their Diſs 
coutles are cloathed with ſuch Confuſion and Ob- 

ſeurity, that it is hard to find out what they mean. 
But that Iufants were not only under the external 

Adminiſtration of the Covenant, but were taken 
in as Joint - Parties with their Parents in the Cove- 

nant it ſelf, is ſuperabundantly evident from 
What hath been already ſaid. Thoſe that were 
under the moſt eſſential Promiſe of the Covenant, 
muſt ſurely be undet or in the Covenant it ſelf. 
Now I have ſufficiently proved, that Infants of 


Covenant-Parents were from the firſt — 
: E 2 © 
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SF the: Cone which is the woſt eiſſential 


Covenant S0 that undoubtedly they were 


— pg — but in the 
rr anger 5 


* Poſſibly ſome will yet Gm Grant chew to "have 
been under this Promiſe, and anſwerably in Cove- 
nant, yet tnight not this Promiſe; at leaſt as ap- 
pertaining to Infants, be an Appendix to the Co- 
venant of Grace, and not of the Eſſence or Sul 
n 25 F the Wannen 
den was. f 8 

= a . Y. 1 
e anſwer No, is Promiſe that un- 
ains to theEffence of the Cove- 

— wo t which (as I have faid) 
includes — Good vf the Covenant. 
how abſurd and unrcaſonable would it be to take 
the Promiſe as made to Patents as of the Eſſence 
of the Covenant, when yet as made to their In- 
fants, as only an Appendix to it, eſpecially when 
it is but one Promiſe, conſiſting of two Branches, 
made to one and the ame Perſon Neither doth 
the Scripture give the leaſt Ground for ſuch an 


Imagination. 


Now theſe Objections being anſwered, I ſhall 
proceed to the third » only as 


thereto, let it be obſerved, That I have hi- 
therto only proving the Intereſt of the Infant - Seed 
of Believers in the Covenant, and in ſpecial in that 


grand | 


| 
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grand Promiſe of it, concerning God's being a Go4 
10 them. And this was abſolutely — be 
proved hefore their Right to Baptiſm be proved 
ſceing their Right to Baptiſm follows upon cheir 
Intereſt in the Covenant, and is applicd to them 
on that Ground. 


—_— 


— * _ — 


CH AP. IV. 


The third ſabordinate Propoſition laid In, 

oved three ways; further confirm d from 

thoſe Inſtances of whole Houſes being bapti- 
zed, recorded in Scripture. 


| Prop. III. 


He third Propoſition then is this, That all thoſe 

that are —— or are the actual Subjects of that 

grand Promiſe of the Covenant, wherein God promi ſet h 

to be a God to Abraham, and his Seed in their Ge- 

nerations, are the due Subject of Baptiſm, and onght 

according to the revealed Will of our Lord Chrift to be 
baptized 


That the Infant-Seed of Believers are the proper 
Subjects of that Promiſe, hath been already pro- 
ved. I am now to prove, that they being under, 
or the proper Subjects of the Promiſe, are the due 
Subjects of Baptiſm. Now this may be eviden- 
ced paſt all rational Contradiction - theſe three 
Ways 
E 3 . From 


\ 
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I. From the Command of God; enjoining and 
expreſly requiring all Abrabam s Sted in their Ge- 
nerations to keep the Covenan® The words are 
expreſs Gen. 17. 9. And God ſaid to. Abraham, 

ſhalt keep my Covenant therefore, thou, and-thy 
Seed after thee, in their Generations. | 

And that it may clearly appear, how this Com- 
mand doth warrant, yea, require the Application 
of Baptiſm to the Infant-Seed'of Belieyery, as they 
are Subjects of the Promiſe, theſe five things mult 
be diſtinctiy proved. 

That by I Couenant] in this Command, is 
meant the ¶ Token of the Covenant ]. 

„That the Coyenant of Grate always had, 
* ſtill hath an outward Token annexed to it. 

3. That this Command obligeth, not only Pa- 
—— to haye the Token applied to themſelves, 

ut to apply it, or to take care that it be applied 
to their Infant- Seed, as Joint Subjects with them 
of the Promiſe. - | | 

4. That as Circumciſion was the Token of the 
Covenant during the Old-Teſtament-Adminifira- 
tion, ſo Baptiſm is the Token of the Covenant 
under the New, ' 

„5. That this Command doth equally and alike 
concern Believers with reſpect to Baptiſm, as it 
did —— with reſpect to Circumciſion. 
© Theſe five things being cleared up, and proved, 
what we affirm will be ſufficiently eſtabliſhed. 
And therefore for the firit. 
1. That by the Covenant in this Command is 
meant the Token” of the Covenant, This is plain 
from the Verſe immediatly following. Only let 
It be obſerved, that the Covenant is firſt mare Boe 
| KG nerally 


| 


Command requires the keeping of the Covenant in 
general, Circumciſion is ſpeciſied to be the Cove- 
nant at that time to be kept, though not the only 
Covenant to be kept. | 

2. That this Covenant, which hath been alrea- 
dy proved to be the Covenant of Grace, always 
had, and was to have, and conſequently ill hath 
a Token annexed to it. This is evident, 

1. From the expreſs Letter of the Command. 
We evidently ſee the Command is given to Abra- 
lam 's Seed in their Generations, that is, to all his 
Seed in their Generations. *Tis not limited to 
either his Natural or Spiritual Seed, but takes in 

both. And that this Command reacheth Abraham's 
Spiritual Seed, as well as his Natural, is further 
evident, becauſe the ſame Perſons mult needs be 
intended in the Command, that are intended in 
the Promiſe, verſ. 7. Now Abrabam's Spiritual, 
' as well as his Natural Seed, were . undoubtedly 
intended in the Promiſe. Hence this Command 
obligeth the one as well as the other. So that while 
Abrabam had a Seed upon the Earth, bey in their 
Generations, that is, they and their Children, are 
under the Obligation of this Command, which 
undoubtedly proves that this Covenant always had, 
and was to have a Token annexed to it, other- 
wiſe God would not commapd Abrabem's Seed in 
their Generations to heep the Covenant, unleſs there 


had begn a Covenant, that is, a Token to be kept, 
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2. And yet furthers this is evident de Fado, that 
there always has been, and ſtill is a Token an- 
nexed to the Covenant. That it had a Token an- 
nexed to it during the Old- Teſtament-Admini- 
ſtration, is granted by all; and that it ſtill hath a 
Token, and that Baptiſm is that Token, will ap- 
pear when I come to the fourth Particular. And 
therefore, 7 
3. That this Command obligeth Parents, not 
only to have the Token gpplics to themſelves, but 
to apply, or take care that it be applied to their In» 
fant-Seed. ' This is evident two, ways. 
(.) From the expreſs Letter of the Command, 
Abraham's Seed in their Generations are expreſly com- 
manded to keep the Covenant, and under that 
Phraſe | their Generations | we are to include their 
Infangs> both Parents and Children axe in- 
cluded in the Promiſe, and conſequently both 
muſt needs be included in the Command. So 
that Children are under the Command to ep the 
Covenant, which in teſpect of them can only intend 
their reception and bearing of the Token of it, and 
ſo they are under the Obligation to keep it, 
Whence they, not having it applied to them, are 
faid to break the Covenant. And if they are 
thus far to keep it, it will undeniably follow that 
it is their Barents duty to take care that it be ap- 
r (EE 

(2.) This is evident from the Diſpleaſure of 
God againſt Parents, when the Application of the 


Token of the Covenant to their Children hath * 


een neglected, Exod. 4.24, 25, 26, From whence 
it is plain, that as the Infants of Abrabam s Sced; 


| be they Jews or Gentiter, are under the Obligation! | 


to 
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to keep the Covenant, that is, the Token of it; 6 
it is the Duty of Parents to take care that it be 
applied to them, and anſwerably that they do 

, keepit. 

| 4 That as Circumciſion was the Token of the 

Covenant under the Firſi- Teſtament, fo Baptiſm 

is the Token of the Covenant under the New. 

That Circumciſion was the Token of the Cove- 

nant under the firſt Teſtament is expreſly declared, 

Gen. 17. 19. And that Baptiſm is the Token of 

the Covenant under the New-Teftament, isevi- 

dent in the general, 

1. Becauſe unleſs Baptiſm be the preſent To- 

ken, the Covenant hath no Token at all, which 

we proved before it was to have. Now if Baptiſm 
be not the Token, what is the Token to be kept ? 

The Command is yet in force, therefore there is a 

Token till to be kept. But now there is no To- 

ken can with any ſhew of Reaſon be ſuppoſed to 

be intended in this Command, but only Baptiſm, 
and therefore that muſt needs be the preſent To- 
ken of the Covenant. 

2. This will more fully appear, if we compare 
Baptiſm with Circumciſion, the former Token of 
the Covenant. Look what Ordinance under the 
New - Teſtament moſt exactly agrees with Circum- 
cilion, and ſerves. to thoſe uſes and ends, for or 
with reference unto which a Token was annexed 
to the Covenant, that mult needs be the preſent 
Token, and that is undeniably Baptiſm. For let 
us but conſider what were the Uſes and Ends with 
reference whereunto Circumciſion the firſt Token 
of the Covenant was appointed, and we fhall 
find that Baptiſm is appointed with reference to 
TR 5 the 
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the very fame Ends and Purpoſes. As for In- 


ſtance, 


(i.) Circumci 2s the Token of the Crne-- 


nant, was that ſolemn Rite or Ordinance whereby 
Perſons were admitted into, and incorporated in 
the Church viſible. Now that Baptiſm is appoint- 
ed for, and ſerves to the ſame uſe and end, is 
Plain, 1 Cor. 12. 13. 
.) Circumciſion: was appointed for the ſeal- 
ing, confirming, and aſſuring to thoſe that were 
the Subjects of the Covenant all that Good, or all 
thoſe Benefits and Bleſſings contained in it. Hence 
it is ſaid to be to Abrabam, a Seal of the Righteouſ- 
neſs of Faith. And of what uſe it was unto him 
with reſpe& unto the Righteouſneſs of Faith, of 
the ſame uſe it was to him with reſpe& to the 
whole Good of the Covenant. And look of what 
uſe it was to Abraham, of the ſame uſe it was to 
all that were the due and proper Subjects of it, 
ſceing he received it not only as a particular Belie- 
ver, but as the Father of, and anſwerably was in 
his receiving ob it, the pattern to all that ſhould be 
received into the ſame Covenant with himſelf; 
and of the ſame uſe is Baptiſin, as is evident, 1 Pet. 
3.21. with Ads 2. 38. 
(3-) The uſe and end of Circumeifion was to 


engage thoſe to whom it was applied to keep ex- 


actly to the Articles of the Covenant. Hence 
they are (aid to be circumciſed to the Lord, Jer. 4. 4. 
And for the ſame end again Baptiſm is appointed ; 
hence the Baptized are faid to be baptized into or 
unto the Name of the Father, the Son, and Haly- 
Ghoſt, aud into or unto Chrift, Mt, 28. 19. with 


r 27. 
(40 Cie 


* 


_— 1 ĩèöwñö85.:f — ] rer err 


, ” 


(59) 
/ 2 2 1 - 
(4. Circumciſion was appointed a viſible Badge 
whereby the People of God were diſtingui 
' from the reſt of the World. And of the ſame uſe 
is Baptiſm, Gal. 3. 27. afore cited. Now from 
the Uſes and Ends that the Scriptures declare Cir- 
cumcifion was appointed for, and did ſerve unto, 
| we may ſee what were the Uſes and Ends in gene- 
ral, for or with reference unto which a Token was 
annexedto the Covenant. And from the agree- 


ment of Baptiſm with Circumgiſion, in reſpect of 


the Ends and Uſes the one or the other were ap- 
pointed for, it evidently appears that Baptiſm is 
the preſent Token of the Covenant, and anſwer- 
ably is that Ordinance appointed and ſubſtituted 
in the room and ſtead of Circumciſion. 
And as a Cloſe to this, let it be obſerved, that 
h it ſhould be granted that there were ſome 
Uſes and Ends, for and with reference unto which 
Circumciſion was inſtituted, in reſpe& of which 
Baptiſm agrees not with it 3 yet that hinders not, 
but that Baptiſm may be and is the preſent Token 
of the Covenant, ſeeing it ſerves to, and performs 
all thoſe Uſes and Ends that a Token of the Cove- 
nant under the New-Teſtament can be ſuppoſed to 
ſerve to and perform. Bur, 

5. That this Command doth equally and alike 
concern Believers and their Seed, as it did concern 
the People of God and their Seed under the firſt - 

/ Teſtament. As it obliged them to be circumciſed 
themſelves, and to take care that their Infant- Seed 
were circumciſed with them; fo it Kill obligeth 
Believers to be baptized themſelves, and to take 
cate that their Infant- Seed he baptized with them. 
And this is evident from the Conſideration of two 
things in the Command. 1. That 


1. That the Command, as firſtly and more ge- 
nerally laid down, did not determine what the 
Token of the Covenant ſhould. be, and hence was 
applicable; and did oblige t6- whatever Token 
God ſhould inſtitute. The words are plain and 
expreſs, Thou ſhalt keep my Covenant, thou, and thy 
Seed after thee, in their Generation; not thou ſhalt 
be circumciſed or be baptized, but thou ſoalt keep 
wy Covenant, that is, as afore, the Tokem of the 
Covenant. Hencegas this Command, as thus 
generally laid down, no more obliged to Circum - 
ciſion, than to Baptiſm 3 all that it obliged to was 
to keep the Covenant. So when Circumciſion was 


inſtituted, it obliged to that; but when Circum- - 


ciſion was laid aſide, and another Token inſtitu- 
ted, which is Baptiſm, it now obligeth to that, 
ſeeing the Command in the general is not revoked, 
only the Token altered; but tho Command is till 


the ſame, and obligeth to keep the Covenant ſtill, 


and anſwerably it obligeth Parents to have the 
Token applicd to themſelves, and take care that 
it be applied to their Children. ul, 
2. Conſider the Extenſiveneſs of the Comman 
It is laid upon Abraham's Seed in their Generations, 


without any limitation, and hence reacheth to, 


and lies upon 4brabam's Seed under the New-Te- 
ſtament, as well as it did upon his Natural Seed 
under the firſt Teſtament. So that the Command 
not determining what the Token ſhould be, only 
enjoining the keeping of it, whatever it ſhould 
be, and conſequently being applicable to Baptiſm 
as well as to Circumciſion, and extending to and 
reaching all — and conſequently be- 
lieving Gentiles as well as the Jews; it is all one 
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as if God had ſaid, Thon ſhalt keep my Covenant, bun, 
and thy Seed after ther, in their Geatrations. Cirucmci- 
ſion under the Firſt- Teſtament, and Baptiſm under 
the ſecond, theſe being the Covenants ſucceſſiyely 
the one aſter the other to be kept. So that here 
is an expreſs Command for the Baptiſm of I 
chough notin the very Term | BaptiſmTJ, yet un- 
der this general Notion, as it is the Token of the 
Covenant. 
That Baptiſm is the preſent Token of the Co- 
venant, is beſote proved. That this Command 
requires all Abraham's Seed, and that in their Ge- 
nerations, including both Parents and Chi 
to keep the Covenant, that is, the Token of it, is 
cording to the expreis Letter of the Command. 
And that believing Gentiles are Abrabam's 


nerations] are included both 2 — — 
to re- 


to reject the Scriptures. What though it be 

not commandedunder that preciſe Term of | R. 
tiſm] ſeeing it-is commanded under that Notion, 
as the Token of the Covenant ? And what though 
Infants are not expreſly mentioned, ſo long as they 
are undeniably included in the Command, in that 
Phraſe, | tby Seed in their Generations] Surely 
it is all one as if they had been expreſly mentioned. 
. Now that this is the true ſence of this Com- 


mand, might be further ſhewn from the Lords va- 


rying the Phraſe when he inſtitutes Circumciſion, 
the then Token of the Covenant, . and from the ne- 
celfity of interpreting other Commands, as the 
prohibiting the making of graven Images, ſo the 


requi- 


(62) 
requiring the Obſervation of the Sabbath after the 
— be proved, —„—„— 
this laſt ma I::fay 
it. may be proved from the Command 

all har are the Sobjedts of this Promiſe,” #9 the 
Token of the Covenant, that is; to receive and 

it, which Tonk) to on at preſent Bap» 
tiſm. * 


II. That the inkant-Sced of Believers; asun- 
der, or as the Subjects of the Promiſe, may and 
— to be, and anſwerably in Primitive Times; 
that from the very firſt Inſtitution of Baptiſm; 
were baptized, may be proved thus, viz. Becauſe 
they as the Subjects of the Promiſe do 
and were owned and looked upon, both by our 
Lord Chriſt and his Apoſtles as appertaining to 
his viſible Church, Kingdom and Body. -Now 
all that do appertain, and were owned 
and look'd upon by Chriſt and his Apoſtles, as ap- 
pertaining to fais viſible Church, Kingdom and 
Body, may and ought to be, and anſwerably were 
baptized, cannot be rationally queſtioned, becauſe 
Baptiſm was inſtituted for this very end; ſolemaly 
to admit and incorporate into the viſible Church, 
Kingdom, or Body of Chriſt all that do apper- 
tain — YT — no other way or 
means appoint that purpoſe. Hence 
all that do a in, or were owned and book d 
upon, either by Chriſt or his Apoſtles, as apper 
taining to his viſible Church, Kingdom, or Body, | 
may and ought to be, and — were ad- N 
mitted and incorporated thereinto this way, vis. 


iin. 
* * 5 That 
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— che Promiſe, and in Cove- 

nant wi I are, as perſonally and par-. 

— conſidered, the actual Subjects of the 
iſe of Salvation. Now whoſoever is, as 


ſonally and particularly conſidered, an actual 


ject of the Promiſe, they muſt needs appertain to 
the viſible Church, Kingdom, or Body of Chriſt. 
Chriſt is only the Saviour of bis Body, Eph. 5. 23. 


tion by him, as perſonally and particularly con- 


| fidered. Hence all others are ſaid to be Strangers 


to the Covenants of Promiſe, Eph. 2. 12. So that the 
Infant - Seed of Believer being under the Promiſe 
of Salvation by Chriſt, and that as perſonally and 
particularly conſidered ; and he being only the Sa- 
viour of his Body, they muſt needs appertain to 
his Body, and anſwerably ought to be admitted 
and. incorporated into it, which can be no other 

way but by. Baptiſmn.- | 
2, That the Infant · Seed of Believers do apper- 
tain 


"(: 6 4) ) 
tain to the viſible Church, Ent or Bod 
of Chriſt, and were owned . —5 
CEE 

t 
the Promiſe was made unto Chriſt, mean 
Chriſt Myſtical, that is, the Myſtical Boy 
And that the Apoſile here ſpeaks of che 
Body of Chriſt as viſible, js Tents — 
becauſe particular and individual Perſons might be 


ordinarily known to a on. to the Body of | 


Chriſt, as here ſpoken of. Hence faith the Apollle, 
verſ. 28. ſpeaking to the Galatiany, as viſible Mem · 
bers of the Church, Te are all one in Chriſi Nou 
it cannot be ſu „that every individual Per- 
ſon among the alatians were xeally of the invi- 
fible Body of Chriſt. The Apoſile ſufficiently 
implieth his Fears of the contraty, Gal. 3. 4. ſo 
again, chaps 4. ver. 41, £20. But yet not be- 
ing ing fo far apoſtatized as to dilanull their Member- 
ſhip in the Body of Chriſt, he tells them they were 
all one in Chriſt, which undeniably, ſhews the A+ 
ny {peaks of the Myiilcal Body of Chriſt, as vi- 
12 we evidently ſee he owns all to whom 
Promile appertains, to appertain to the viſible 
— of Chriſt 3 or as the Frommiſe conſtitutes of 
the Body, ſo it appertains to them as Members-of 
it. Now I Gay, they ap to, and being 
owned by Chriſt and his A poſiles — — 
. — Church, Kingdom, and CT 
they undoubtedly may, and ought and an- 
ſwerably were by Chriſt and his Apoſiles, or by 
pthers by their allowance and direction ad mit- 
ted and incorporated thercintp by Baptiſin. 


3. That 
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3. That Infants as under this Protniſe inay and 


- bught to be, and anſwerably were in Primitive 


Times baptized, is yet further evident, becat'ſe 


the Peter plainly declares, that Intereſt in 


this/Promile is alone ty it ſelf a ſafficient Ground 
=D application of Baptiſm. Hence he exhorts 
awakened Jews to be baptifed upon this 

or for this Reaſon, that the Pronliſe did 


t bn tm, Acts 2. 39. faith he, Be baptized 
for 


remiſſion of Sin, for the Promiſe is to you, It 


is true: he exhorts thetn to Repentance, with which 


Faith muſt be conjoin d as neceſſary to their Inte- 
teſt in the Promiſe 3 but it was their Iatereſt in 


the Promiſe, that he grounds his Exhortation to 


tHewito be haptized upon. Hence . however Per- 
ve an Intereſt in the Promiſe, whe- 


ther it be by their deſcent from Covenant- Parents 


or þy their own perſonal Faith and Repentance, 
is is all one as to our preſent purpoſe. *Tis their 
in the Promiſe that is the proper Ground, 

| chat alone is a — Ground tor the appli- 
— apy, Be baptixed, for the Promiſe is to 


| be baptized uſe you have repented, 


ſe the Promiſe is to ya. And this is agrees 


* ablets the hr Command to keep the Covenant, 


that i is, the Token of the Covenant; the Com- 
mand is. grounded upon Intereſt in the Promiſe, 
Gen. 17. 9+ Thou ſalt keep my Covenant therefore, that 
is, upon this Ground, becauſe the Promiſe is unto 
„and having the Promiſe, thou (halt upon 

y Iacereſt therein keep my Covenant. So that 
Intereſt in the Promiſe js a (ſufficient Ground for 
the application of Baptiſin, and Infants having an 
Intereſt in the Promiſe they have a ſufficient 
F Ground 
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Ground fot the application of Baptiſm to them, and 
anſwerably may and ought to be And 
that which may yet further aſſure us, hat it is 
Intereſt in the Promiſe that is the alone Ground, 
and thas that is a ſufncient Ground for the applicz- 
tion of Baptiſm, is the Reference that Baptiſin 


hath to the Prbmiſe. It hath no neceſſary reſe- 


rence  Repentance, nor Repentance any noceſſa- 
xy reference unto it 3 and hence Baptiſm may be 
applied where Repentance goes not before, as is 
evident in the caſe of John Baptiſt,” and our Lord 
Chriſt himnſell. Tis the Propniſe alone that Bap- 
tiſm hath,a neceſſary reference unto. Hence who- 
ever have an Intereſt in the Promiſe, they are the 
true and proper Subjects of Baptiſm, and anſwer- 
ably ought, (as in Primitive Times they had) to 
have it applied to them. | 


IV. For the further Confirmation of this laſt 
Propoſit ion, namely, That the Seed of Believers, 
as being under the Promiſes of the Covenant, may 
and ought to be baptized 3 let the ſeveral Inſtances 
of Houtholds being baptized be duly G 
That whole Houſholds, together with the 
or Governours of them reſpectively, were frequent- 
ly baptized, is expreſly declared in Scripture, Ads 
16. 14, 15, 33. So 1 Cor. 16. 16. Now that we 
may ſee what Evidence theſe Inſtances give to the 
Truth pleaded for, let three things be conſidered. 

1. That there is a very great Probability, if not 
an abſolute Certainty, that if not all, yet ſome in 
or of thefe Houſholds were baptized, as the Seed of 
believing Parents, without reſpect had to any per- 
ſonal Qualifications of their own. * And the Pro- 

bability 
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0 be crnkderably greac. Theſe Phra; 
Herfheldr,. all hir, and the like, are a ſuſfi⸗ 
cient: Ground for ſuch a Suppaſition. 

3. That not only Iufaats new born, but Chil- 
drev, as arrived to a higher late of Childhood 
or Youth. mult be to be baptizcd upon 
theacgount of their Fathers Faith, there 
weredny ſuch in thoſe Houlbolds: And the rea? 
ſon of this is evident, becauſe ic canngt with any 
af reaſon be ſuppoſed, that ſuch Children, 

arrived to ſome uſe of Reaſon, could yet 
ufe of Knol AG 


Hl: 


955 


t 
attain to ſuch a 


i theit own ——— in ſo 
time 55 intexvenc between che Converſion 45 
Parents, and the Application of Baptiſm: Chil - 
pat meer Infancy, yet while in their 
outh or Chi ; caanot be ſu to at- 
tain to the Knowledg ot Goſpel- ies in the 
ſame ſpace of time that Perlons come up to their 
full tnaturity may do. Sc that it mult be either 
granted; that ſome in or of theſe Houſholds were 
baptincd as the Childten of belicving Parents, on 
the account of their Parents Faich 3 or — 
F 2 either 


\ GG n 
either deny, not only that thete were any pure In · 
fants, but any Children in their Childhood or 
Louth in 4 z ot elſe we muſt contradict 
the expreſs of the Seriptures. But now to 
deny the former, ĩs at leaſt (to ſay no more) ſome- 
what unuſun - that ſo many Houſes, and theſe 
conſiderably-great, ſhould not only have no mext 
Infants, but no Children yet in their Childhood or 
' Fouth, is utterly improbable ; and to depart from 
the Letter of the Scriptures, where there is no 
reaſon why we ſhould fo do, is not only unreaſon- 
able, but in à ſence impious. So that theſe In- 
ſtances make it at leaſt r ofa, that 
ſume were baptned as the Children of believing 
Parents, without conſideration had to any perſo- 
nal Qualifications of heir-owh.. Houſhokds "were 
' baptized, and it can hardly be ſuppoſed that fo 
many Families, and theſe oon ſiderably great; ſhould 
have neither any new born Babes, nor y as 
—— —H 

e were, they nmuſt be baptized upon the account 
ef their Parents Faitt6n .. 
This will more clearly appear, 


if we take a par- 
ticular account of Lydia s Houſe; ſaid to be bapti- 
zed with her, A#s 18A. For, 1. It is evi- 
dent her Houſhold was with het at that Aſſembly 
to whom the Apoſtle prrached, as appears from 
ver. 15. 2dly, It's evident that this was an Aſ- 
ſembly of Worhen, verſ. 13. 3dly,: There's no 
ment ion made of the converſion of any, excepting 
Lydia her ſelf. Now that Lydia ſhould have an 
Houſhold all of Women, as ſo they muſt be incaſe 
the had no Children, and theſe grown. up and all 
converted at ont and the fame Sermon, when not 
one 


G (%@) | 
one in the whole Aﬀembly beſides waveonverted 


and yet that the Holy Ghoſt ſhould take no notice 


of any of their Converſions, but only of Ladis s her 


eit, Lens urely improbable. That ſuch a thing 


is poſſible cannot be denied, but ſure that it is im- 
probable muſt be granted. As for thoſe Brethren 
mentioned verſ. 40, there is no rational ground to 
ſuppoſe that they were of Lydia's Houthold faid 
to be baptized, It is: certain they were not; for 
they were al at the Aſſembly with her, which is 
expreſly ſaid to have been an Aſſembly of Wo- 
men. But, 

2. Let it be conſidered that it doth not ap 
from Scripture, that any one in or of tho 
Houſholds ſaid to be baptized, were converted — 
fore their Baptiſm, excepting only the. Perſons 
whoſe Houſholds they were. This is evident paſt 
all Contradiction in reſpect of Lydia's Houſhold, 
And as for the Jailor's, though it be ſaid, that 
Paul and Silas ſpake to him the Words of the Lord, 
and 10 all that were in his Hanſe;, yet, 

(1.) From this it cannot be concluded, that any 
ſaid to þe baptized were converted before their Bap- 
tiſm. Adr 16. 3 3. ſeems to intimate that it was 
after 3 and beſides, all things are not recorded in 
the Scriptures exactly in the order in which they 
were donc. 

(2.) It doth not appear, that thoſe to whom 
the Word was ſpoken were the ſame individual 
Perſons ſaid to be his, who were baptized, they 
ſeem rather to he the Priſoners, and. thoſe that 
appertained to the Priſon, as Under-kecpers, and 
ſuch like. 

( 3 .) Though lowe of Then might be the ſame 

F 3 Perſons, 


Aud as for what is ſaid concerning his 
be with bis Frets buleving in God; if the words 


ring the Converſion of his Houſhold before th 
Baptiſm, that they rather iatimate the contrary 
they ſhould be tranſlated, He rejovced with bis Howſ- 
hold, he believing in God. And the Apoſtle laying 
the Ground of his Houſholds rejoicing in his per- 
ſonal Faith, ſcemsplainly to imply; that the Good 
that was the matter of their Joy, did ariſe from 
his Faith. = | | * * | 1 
And as for Stephen's Houſhold, there is nothing 
evideiicing that any of them were converted before 
their Baptiſm, although it is ſaid, they addicted 
themſelves to the Miniſtry of the ons, Jr that 
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they were the ſame Perſons intended in that Term 
\ op” Rap to be - baptized, is uncertain 3 or 
ſe ſome of them might be, yet whether 
they were converted before their Baptiſm is uncer- 
tain; how long this Epilik was written after he 
and his Houſhold were baptized, we cannot ſay 3 
ſome then in their Childhood might be grown up 
to a capability of miniſtring to the Saints when 
this Epiſtle was written. 
3. Let it be confidered- in the laſt place, that 
3 it ſhould be granted, that ſome in or of 
thoſe Houſholds might be converted before their 
Baptiſm, yet from thence it cannot be concluded, 
that all intended in theſe Terms ¶ Howſer pr Rid 
J 
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Mp] were. 3 in the Jailor's 
— | zrced. before their Baptiſin, 
yet it will not follow: from thence, that all were 
fo t and much leſs will it follow, that there were 
none in Lydia's: Houſe baptized, but ſach as did 
y believe. Now if there be bur a proba- 
bility, that any one in or of theſe Houſholds faid to 
be baptized, were baptized on the account of their 
5 
rut r, as the ili int 
Houſes being baptized on the ſame account would 
do, So that ſure it cannot be denied, but that all 
theſe Inſtances do at leaſt make it probable, that 
ſome were baptized in Primitive Times, as the 
Children of believing Parents, without Conſide- 
ration had to any thing in themſelves ; and a Pro- 
bability added to thoſe foregoing Arguments may 
greatly eſtabliſh us in the Truth pleaded for. But 
as Cloſe of all, let theſe two things be conſi- 
dered. . 

1. The utter Iinprobability, in caſe it had been 
the will of our Lord Chriſt that none but adult 
Believers ſhould be baptized, that the Holy Ghoſt 
ſhould leave upon record the Baptifm of ſo many 
- Houtholds, and yet leaye it utterly uncertain whe» 

ther any in or of cheſe Wouſholds were baptized on 
the account of their perſonal Faith and Repentance, 
eſpecially there being ſo great a Probability, ac- 
cording to the account he gives us of ſome of thoſe 
Houlholds, that there mult needs be ſome more of 
them, who muſt be baptized on the account of 
their Parents Faith. We cannot reaſonably ãma- 
gine, that the Holy Ghoſt would record theſe In- 
tiances ſo as to give ſo great an occaſion of Miltake 

to 


tothe People of God, to take tp a Practice fo pre- 
125 i- Howl Ct —— in 
the World, as our et | 
of Infants to be, in 2 it had been che will * bur 
Lord Chyiſt ſhould not be baptized. 

2. Conſider how the Holy Ghoſt doth vary his 
manner of „when be of the Bop: 
tiſm of Houſholds, and when he ſpeaks of the 


Baptiſm of others When he ſpeaks of the Bap- | 


tiſm of Houſholds, he tells us of their Baptiſm to- 
gether with the chief Heads and Governors, not 
tab ing the leaſt notice of the Faith of any in or of 
thoſe Houſholds, as the Ground of their Baptiſm 
but when he ſpeaks of the Baptiſmot others, he 
ſpcaks more diſtinguiſhingly, So many as gladly 
received dhe Word, were haptized. And why the Ho- 
Iy Gholt ſhould not expreſs himſelf after the ſame 
manner, when * of the Baptiſm. of 
Honſholds, no rational account can be given, fave 
only this, that it is to ſhe, that as the Covenant 
with the Promiſe thereof is continued to the In- 
fant-Secd of Believers; fo that the preſent Token, 
which is Baptiſm, ſhould be applied unto them. 
But to have done with this: - From all that hath 
heen ſaid, our three foregoing Propoſitions are 
ſufficiently evident, and fim all eur main Conclu+ 
ſion, viz. That it is the Will of our Lord Chriſt, that 
the Infant-Seed of bis People ſhould, be baptized, fully 
eftabliſhed. 5b | 
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ch Ap. v. 
. Sundry Ob jections anſwered. The C oncls- 
Rs 


Object. 1. | 


THe main and chief Objection againſt Infant- 
Baptiſm, and that which alone is of any con- 
fiderable weight, is that raiſed from Mat. 28. 19, 
compared with Mark 16. 15, 16. where we have 
the ' Inſtitution of Baptiſm, as ſome ( though 
groundleſly) would have it rather the Commiſſion, 
authorizing and enjoining the Adminiſtration of 
that Ordinance among the Gentiles recorded. 
And I find our Oppoſers grounding their Plea a- ' 
gainſt Infant-Baptiſm upon this Commiſſion, 
two ways. "i 


I. Some argue from a threefold Suppaſition, 

which they conceive, this Commiſhon Jays a fair 
Ground for, as differently recorded by thoſe two 
Evangeliſts. 

7. That that Relative Term | them] muſt refer to 
[ Diſciples], ſuppoſed to be included in the word 
which we tranſlate, teach, or as others would have 
it, diſciple or make Diſciples, as its Antecedent, 
and not to that word | Nations]. | 

2, That Intants not being capable of teaching, 
neither are, nor can in propriety of Speech be ſaid 
to be Diſciples. - 


3. That 


-g the Subj — 
baptized bei 
being, nor in proptiety of Speech can be Called 
Diſciples 3 and all others beſides Diſciples, bei 
excluded by Chriſt, his propoſing them only to be 
baptized 3 hence Infants neither may nor ought 
to be baptized. 

In Anſwer to this we fay, That all theſe Suppo- 
ſitions are utterly groundleſs and falſe. | 

For the firſt, viz. That [them] muſt refer to 
Diſciples included in that word we tranſlate texcb 
or make Diſcipler, and not to Nations, This we 
utterly deny, and affirm on the contrary,” that it 
muſt refer to Nationtand not to Diſciples, and 
that for two: Reaſons. | 
' Rea. 1. Becauſe we ought to keep tothe literal 
and plain Grammatical Conſtruction of Scri 
where there is no neceſſary reaſon why we ſhould 
depart therefrom. Now according to the liceral 
— * plain Grammatical Conſtruction of this Scrip- 
ture, ¶ Them] mult be referred to [ Nations , whe» 
ther we tranſlate that word to tegch, or make. Diſci- 
ples. Go, faith Chrilt, reach ations; or make 
all Nations Diſciples, baptizing'them ; baptizing, 
who? why, according to the literal Conſtruction 
of the words, the Nztions to be taught or made 
Diſciples 3 and here. is no reaſon why we ſhould 
depart from the literal and plain Grammatical 
Conſtruction of the words. But, 

2. It is altogether doubtful whether our Lord 

Chriſt in this Commiſſion had any teſpect to ſuch a 
Criti- 


Were and Infants not 


CO WY aa. 


- 


» 
Criticiſtn as this, vim. That Diſciples are included 


—  ©&S 


| the Suppoſition of a Criticiſm 3 in a word, 
it ivutterly uncertain, whether dur Lord Chriſt had 


(75) 


in that; word we tranſlate to teach. Now to de- 
part from the literal and plain Con- 


ſuction, when there is no reafon ſo to do, 


to any ſuch Criticiſm or no, is unrea- 


Ge ſubjects all Scriptures to be framed 


into any form, according to the various Fancies 
of Men: So that undoubtedly they are the Na- 
tian that are to be baptized. 
And as ſor what is ſaid to give Countenance 
to this Suppoſition, it ſignihes nothing at all. For, 
1. Whereas it is ſaid, Thus to expound this 
Text agrees with what is recorded of Chriſt, viz. 


' That'be made Diſciples, and by his Diſciples bapti- 


red them; this is of no weight, for though he 
made Diſciples, and baptized them, vit. by his Diſci- 
— = it is not ſaid, he only baptized them 
made, or might make Diſciples, and order them 
to be baptized, and with them their Children or 
Houtholds, 
2. Whereas it is yet further ſaid, that thus to 
expound this Scripture ſeems beſt to agree with 
the words of Mark, recording the ſame Commiiſi- 
on: And anſwerably, that that Clauſe in Mark, 
Go preach the Goſpel to C anſwers this. 
Clauſe in — Go tad all Nitions;, and the 
next Clauſe in Mark, He that believetb, and is b 
tized, ſhall be ſaved, anſwers this other Clauſe in 
Matthew, Baptizing them. And conſcquently, that 
the Subjects of Baptiſm muſt be Diſciples, and 
thoſe Diſciples mutt be Believers. For anſwer to 
this, there is no neceſſity that we ſhould take theſe 


ſeveral 


( r 76 ) * 
, - a 
ſeveral Clauſes, as anſwering one another; we may 
conjoin both the words of Matthew and Ma to- 
gether, and take the Commiſhon as given out by 
2 note thus : —_— Nationt, 
izing them, I ſay. Go, the Goſpel to exe | 
e : be thr believth, and ir b fool 
ſaved, but be that believeth not, ſhall be. damned. 
And then as in Matthew that Phraſe Call Nations] 
expounds that Clauſe in Mark, | every Cat,]; 
ſo in that following Clauſe Mark, only ſhews what 
ſhould be the Iſſue of their Adminiſtration of theſe 
two Ordinances of Preaching and Baptizing, not 
at all detetmining the Subjects of the one or the 
other: as for thoſe that did believe, and were bap- | 
tized, they (ſhould be ſaved 3 but as for others that 
believe not, they ſhould be damned, whether bap- 
tixed or no. N ; 
3. Whereas it is yet further ſaid,” That in caſe 
we refer ¶ them | to the Nations to be taught, and 
not to Diſciples, without any limitation, then this 
Commiſſion would warrant the Baptiſm' of all 
Nations, or all Perſons in every Nation, whether 
they are taught or no, which to affum is abſurd, 
But to this the Anſwer is at hand, That the Di- 
rections about the Adminiſtration of both theſe 
dinances, left in. other Scriptures, ſufficiently 
prevent that Incanyenience. 
,- Now this firſi Suppoſition being utterly ground; 
leſs and falſe, the other. Suppoſitions fall with it, 
and are of no uſe as to the end intended in them. 
For as for the 2d. Whether Infants are, of can in pru- 
priety of Speech be called Diſciples ? It mattets 
not, ſeeing they are not Diſciples, but the Natis 
ons, whole Baptiſm is warranted and required in 
: 1 


wid Yo re 


u, that are not comprehended in it: — 2 it 
nted, yet it makes not againſt Infants 
they are not excluded out of i it, 


= agar er Hor in it, as part of the Nations 
be baptized. But becauſe the Suppoſition is 
in it ſelf, for ſome may be baptized, and that 
by virtue of this Commiſſion, ho are not in ex- 
preſs Terms comprehended init, as will appear in 
the Anſwer to the Objection, as raiſed by others. 
And therefore, 


II. Others argue againſt Infant-Ba 

1. From the plain Order (as — A it) 

laid down by our Lord Chriſt in this Commiſſion, 

and according to this Order (as they ſuppoſe ) 
thefe two Ordinances of Preaching and — — 

to be unlverſally adminiſtred, and chis Or 

der is, that Men ſhould be taught the Doctrine of 


Faith. 
= IEA they ſhould be bap- 


That they. ſhould, in the School or Church | 
they are then made Members, be in- 
— in every thing elſe they ought to learn. 
Hence it r but fuchias are 
taught, and by teachi iſciples, ought 
to be baptized, and ä 10 lulz © 


In Aokwes unto. which "We ay down three 
Concluſions. 
1. That Arwich andi this Order i in which 
the Commiſſion is laid deu, yet it doth not (as 


taken 


(78). 
taken abſolutely in its ſelf.) neceſſatily exclude In- 
fants from Baptiſm. This is proved two ways, 
| 1, From the general Acknowledgment of our 
Oppoſers themſclves. | 

2. This is evident in it ſelf, becauſe as there 
is no mention of Infants, ſo no Word, Phraſe; or 
Expreſſion, that can rationally be interpreted as 
neceſſarily excluding them. All that can be Qid 
to this is, That our Lord Chriſt not mentioning Infants 
together with the Order here laid down for the Admi. 
niftration of Baptiſm, is ſufficient Ground to concluite 
that they are excluded. 

But to that I anſwer, That this is no ſuffici- 
cient Ground to conclude that they art excluded. 
This ippdeniably evident from a twoſold Con- 
ſideration. a . a | 11 

1. It is poſſible that Chriſt may have given out 
this Commiſſion only with reference to grown 
Perſons, and hath revealed his Will concerning 
the Baptiſm of Infants in other parts'of his Word. 
Let let gone ſay, as Mr. H. has done, that I grant 
that he has given out this Commitſion anly with 
reference to the Adult. I only fa, it is pollible 
be might have done it 3 and that is enough to 
ptove, that the Commiſſion as ' abſolutely taken 


doth not exclude Infants. | 1 

2. That our Lord Chriſt might, as it is certain 
he did not, intend this Commiſſian as a fall Directo- 
ry for his and Miniſters in the Ad mini- 


ſtration ot theſe two Ordinances. And that our 
Lord Chriſt did nat iritend that this Commiſſion 
of it ſelf ſhould be fully and abſolutely ditective 
of the Apoſtles and Miniſters in the Adminiſtrati- 
on of either of theſe Ordinances, is paſt all ratio- 


nal 
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.| becauſe 2 
—— execution of it; GY 
determined from the Commiſſion i ſelf. but muſt 
be determined from other Scriptures, as for In- 


tance, 
4 (1:) How the Nations ſhould be diſcipled? 
= — by teaching them, or by baptizing 
| m 
(2.) Who among the Nations, or who amon 
thoſe to whom the Goſpel ſhould be <& 
were to be accounted Diſciples, and anſwerably 
to be baptized ? 
3. Whether the Nations ſhould be baptized 
as Diſciples, or as Men. 
+ (4+) After what manner Baptiſm ſhould be ad- 
miniſtred, whether by dipping, . or by pouring 
water upon the Face, or the like ? 
(J.) Whether Males, or both — and Fe- 
males, ought to be'baptized ? © 
And our Oppoſers themſelves are fogg'd to be: 
take themſelves to other Scriptures for the reſolu- 
tion of theſe five Queſtions : And why we may 
nor do the like for the reſolution & they we 


hal 
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whether pnly grown — < or 
Infants, ought to be She baptized? uo ? nal account 
can be given. 


Now this Commiſſion not being intended, 25 
theſe Inſtances undeniably — that it was 
not, as a full Direction to the Apoſtles er Minifters 
oſ the Goſpel for the adminiſtration of this Ordi- 
nance ; it will undeniably follow, that it doth not 
exelude, but on the other hand may include the Bap- 

tiſm of Infants. And if any ſhall by. Sure if it had 
been the Will of our Lord Chriſt that Infants 1 
ave 


ee 


Lo 
— 


' (89)) & 
been baptized, he would have expreſly declared it 
5561 
Y, it was more ny, t. ſeei it 
was his will that Females as well as Males ſhould 
be baptized, he ſhould have expreſly declared thats 
then though it be his will that Infants fhould be 
baptized, he ſhould have declared that, yet we (ec 
he did not; it is enough that he has declared his 
Will both as to the * the other in other 
parts of his Word. But for the further ſatisfacti | 
on of this Doubt, I ſhalf lay down a ſecond Con- 


clufion. i þ 4 © 
* ,  Concl. 2. That ſeeing our Lord Chriſt hath ſuffi- 

ciently declared his Will in other parts of his Word, 
both as to the Covenant-Intereſt of the Infant- 
Seed of his People, and their, Right to the Seal 
and Token thereof, it was no way neceſſary he 
ſhquld particularly mention that in this Commiſſi 
on; and the Commiſſion, thoughiit tions chem 
not, yet doth , ſuthciently maran thi Baptiſm. 
For the Hearing up and illuſtration of this, let 
theſe two Suppolitions be putz / Firſt, that had God 
ſent his Prophets, or any of them, under the Firſt- 

Hament-Adminiſtration, to preach thę Ooſpelas 
ther revealed to the Gentiles, en tion a- 
mong them: Secondly, That he had contigued 
Circymcibon; under the Golpel-Adminiſtrationy as 
the Token of the Covenant; cither of which he 
might have done, had it pleaſed. him. Now. 


would ask any rational Man, Whether this very 
Commiſſion, only ſubſtituting Circumciſion in the 
toom of Baptiſm, had not been ſufficient to have 
warranted the Circumciſion of Infants as well as q 
grown Perſons, though they had not been expreſly 
| | mentioned 


TOES. Ed, redo ant 
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(#1) 
mentioned) yea, whether it would have been at 
all neceſſary — they ſbould have been mentioned? 
And why the bare Change of the Token of the 
Covenant ſhould make it neceſſary that Infants 
ſhould he mentioned in the Commiſſion, no Rea- 
fon can be given. 

To make this yet mote plain, Suppoſe our Lord 
Clit ſhould have thus expreſt himſelf in this 
Commiſion: Go teach or diſciple all Nations, bapti- 

ng them ; for. the Coyenant with the Protniſes 
—— ſhall be ſtill extended to, and eſtabliſh'd 
with both Jews and Gentiles, and their Children 
together with them, as it was of old with the 
Jews. I fay, had he thus expreſt himſelf, he had 
not come much ſhort of mentioning Intants; why; 
let but the Scriptures formerly mentioned be com- 
pared together, tis all one as if he had wer 
himſelf, 

And if any ſhall yet ſay, That if Infants are 
baptized, then the Order in the Commiſſion is 
croſy d. I anſwer, The Commiſſion is not croſs d 
while only the Rules, that our Lord Chriſt hitn- 
ſelf hath left for the gaiding of his Miniſters 
the execution of it, are obſerved. But for the 
ſatisfaction of this Doubt, we lay down the laſt 
Gap cluſion ; and therefore, . 

3. That notwitliſtanding it is the will 
ar Lord Chriſt, that Infants: fhould be bapti- 
101 yet it was rational, yea neceffary, that he 


| ſhould have expreſſed himſelf in the Comtniſfiort 


in the order he hath done; For that; 
(1.) Conſider what was the State or Condition 
of the Nations to whom the Apoſtles were now 
ſent, they were in a ſtate of Darkneſs and Igno- 
G fancd j 
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ds 
z hence th caching of the Goſp antece- 
a ee —— of depart 


075 ; ho dual Procedus the Goſpel 
and anſ hath made in fubduing the 
Na, unto Chriſt. There alwa have been, and 
ftill are fore Nations tu be diſeiplad and brought home 
to Chriſtʒ and all Atrempts to diſciple them, _ 
bring them to Chriſt; murſt be by 3 

. Goſpel to them, the Diſcipleſhip of Parents 

prepagog the way. to their own — thi Childrens 


5 — Conſular, that when Nacionore dif 
ret the preaching of the Goſpe a ency 
to the. Adminifiration of s the Seed of 
Believers baptized in their tnuſt be taught, 
and thereby brought to a ſincere embracement and 
performance of the Condition of the Covenant, 
to which as the'Secd af ſuch Parents they were a- 
* received, in A to tho conveying 475 
x. Children, to Covenant, and to 
mas the Scal and Token thereof.” 
(14.450 Object. 24 Tos . a uf 
Some may 1 = Incomſiſteney 
ſuch tl _ inthe Scriptures dal red to have 
attended the Adminiftration - of Baptiſm, —— are 
* and required from ſmch as were hapti- 
⁊ed in Primitive Times, with the Dottrine and Prattice 
of Infart-Baptiſie ; and far" this fuck 8 as 
theſt, viz... x Cor. 12. 13, 14. Epheſ. 4. 16. 
Gal. 3. 26, 27. ns alleges. 


Hnjwer 
This Objection is eaſily removed yi a threefold 
Conſideration. = 
I, Ihat 


V 


(hauch or viſible 


7 « 
| A+ 

1. That what is declaredof, or requited fiotn 
thoſe _ axe — — A the viſible —— of 
are ta be incorporate einto by iſm, in 
theſe and the like Scriptures, agrees to, and e- 
* wr ang the Church, and the ſeveral Mem- 

| in all Ages hence it may as well be 
concluded from theſe Scriptures, that Infants ne» 
ver were, nor AN 2 into the 

| il, 

wharcunto is evident paſt all poſſchle exception, 
as that in Primitive Times they were not, or now 
— not to be incorporated into that Body by Bap- 
tiſm. 

2, Conſider, that it is a thing of frequent occur - 
reiſce in Scriptuze, for things to be ſpoken of, or 
to whole Bodies or Societies, and that in the moft 
univerſal and indeſinite Terms, which yet are to 
be underftood variouſly, with reſpect to the parti- 
culars according to their reſpective Capacities and 
Concernments therein. That Speech of Moſer to 
the whole Con on of Iſrael furniſheth us with 
futhcient Inſtances for the proof of this, fee Deu. 
29th-and . 30th Chapters, . 

3. Conſider, That the Scriptures were written, 
not for the uſe of Infants in their pure Infant- 
fate,” but for the ufe of grown Perſons; and that 
the Defign of the Holy Ghoſt in the 

mentioned, is to inſtruct and eſtabliſh them in ſome 
neceſſary Truth, or excite to ſome neceſſary Duty3 
and anſwerably what is ſpoken in thoſe forementi- 
oned places only, concerns ſuch Perſons as are 
capable of receiving ſuch Inſtructions, and praQti- 
fing ſuch Duties; but that proves not that Infants 
are not of, or to be admitted into the Church 
G 2 or 


or viſible Body of Chriſt by Baptiſm. 
Object. 3. 
Others object, the Apoſtles Doctrine, talen in 


con- 
janchion with the Primitive Practice. Say they, Te 
Apoſtler in their Doctrine did teach, Believers 
ſhould be baptized, and there is no mention of their 


teaching that Infants ſhould be baptized. So we 
read of many Believers baptized, but of no Inſtance of 
any one Infant that was baptized: and _—_— facre 
Infant-Baptiſm cannot be according to the mind and will 
of Jeſis Chriſt, but muſt be a Praftice introduced into 
the Church by Men. | 

Anſwer. 

To this four things may be ſaid. 
1 That the Apoſtles did teach, that the Pro- 
miſe of Salvation doth belong, and conſequently'the 
Covenant in which the Promiſe is contai | 
needs extend to the Howſes of Believers, and that as 
ſuch, without confideration had to the Faith and 
Repentance of any in or of their Houſes. 
2. That they did exhort Perſons to be baptized 
upon the account of the Promiſes belonging unto 
them, and this is all one as if they had expreſly 
taught that Infants ſhould be baptized. It is un- 
doubted, that the Infants of Believers are of their 
Houſes,” and being ſo, muſt needs be under the 
Promiſe of Salvation. Now if one may be baptized 
upon the account of Intereſt in the Promiſe, any 
other may be ſo alſo 3 fo that they did teach what 
amounts to as much as if they had in expreſs Terms 
taught that Infants ſhould be baptized. 

3. That the Apoſtles did baptize whole Houſ- 
holds, and ſometimes ſuch as in which we read 
not of the Converſion of any, excepting the chicf 

Heads 
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(85) | 
Heads and Governours only, and in which the re 
is the greateſt probability that there were-ſome 
Infants, at leaſt ſome in their Youth or Childhood) 
who cannot rationally be ſuppoſed to be baptized 
on the account of their own perſonal Faith and 
Repentance. Which taken in conjunction with 
the two foregoing Particulars, makes it vaſtly more 
probable that they did baptize ſome Infants, than 
the Scriptures not expreſly recording their Baptiſm, 
makes it probable that they did not baptize 
any. 

4 That the Scriptures not expreſly» recording 
that the Apoſtles did either teach or practiſe In- 
fant-Baptiſm, is no proof that they did not do 
both. Many things that the Apoſtles taught and 

iſed, are not recorded in Scripture, as it is 
faid of Chriſt, He tawght in bis Dodrine, and did 
many things which are not written; the like may be 
aid of the Apoſtles. It is ſufficient that the 
Scriptures in general declare the whole Mind and 
Will of God concerning the Faith and Practice of 
his Church and People, though it be not recorded. 
That ſome of the Penmen did teach and practiſe 
every Duty appertaining thereunto, that the grand 
Promiſes of the Covenant appertain to the Seed 
of Believers, and that all to whom thoſe Promiſes 
do appertain ought to have the Token of the Co- 
venant applicd to them, is ſufficiently evident 
throughout the Scriptures, both in the Old and 
New Teſtament. Hence, though it he not record» 
ed jn expreſs Terms, that the Apoſtles did either 
teach or practiſe Infant-Baptiſm, yet we may fſatey 
ly conclude they did both. 


G 3 Object. 


fam-Baptiſin cannot be according to the Mind and Will 
of Clrift, becauſt of their Incapability of the Ends and 
Uſes of Baptiſm. * 

| Anſwer, 


+ 141.16 

It is ſufficient that they are capable of ſome, at 
leaſt the main and chief Ends and Uſes of Baptiſm, 
Ic is no way neceſſary, that every one to whom ei- 
ther Circumeiſion of old was, or Baptiſm nom is 
to be applied, ſhould be capable of all the Ends 
and Uſes of the one or the other. Who dare deny, 
yea, or queſtion, but that our Lord Chriſt may ap» 
point the Application of Baptiſm to Infants, as 
capable of ſome of the Ends and Uſes of it, though 
uncapable of others 3 and that they are capable of 
ſome, yea, the main and chief Ends and Uſes of 
Baptiſm, is and muſt be granted on all hands. 
Hence their Incapability of ſome of the Ends 
and Uſes of it, makes nothing at all againſt their 
Baptiſm. 

Now then our three Propoſitions being (as we 
ſee they are) firmly eſtabliſhed, by-the unanimous 
Suffrage both of the Old and New-Teliament, and 
all Objections of weight that may be made a+ 
gainſt the one or the other of them being removed, 
we are ſafely led by them to our main Concluſion, 
Viz. That it is. the Will of our Lord Chriſt that tbe In- 
fant Sud of Beliepers ſhould be baptized. They are 
under the Covenant, as having the main Promiſes 
of it appertaining to them, and anſwerably ought 
fo have the Token thereof applied to them. 


And as à Cloſe of all, what remains, but that 
48 


. (32) 

as Believers maintain, and cheerfully -proceed on 
in that Practice fo both they, and their Childten, 
as growing up to years of maturity, do well im- 
prove t great Priviledges, which God of his 
abundant Grace and Mercy hath granted unto 
them. Which that they may do, I have in a third 
Tract, according to Divine Aſſiſtance given in, en- 
deavoured the reſolution of four Quelitons, viz. 


1. What are the Reaſons of God's appointing the 
Application of the Token of the Covenant to 
the Infant-Seed of his People? 

2. What are the Benefits and Advantages aceru- 
ing to them thereby. 

3. What is the Duty of Parents towards their 
Children, as bearing the Token of the Covenant. 

4. What Improvement Children may and ought 
to make of the Token of the Covenant, as ap- 
plied to them in their Infancy, asthey grow up 
to years of maturity. 


In the reſolution of all which Queſtions, I have 
ſtudied both brevity and plainnelſs 3 neither do I ſee 
how what hath been ſaid, could be well contract- 
ed into a narrower room, without prejudice to the 
Ends aimed at, the whole being but as it were an 
Epitomy of what may ſeem neceſſary to be yore, 
conſidering the weight and importance of thoſe 
Queſtions; nor do I know well how to expreſs 
my ſelt, - conſideratis confiderandjs, with more plain» 
neſs than I have done, nor am I as yet made ſen- 
ſible, that any thing propoſed or aſſerted in the re- 
ſolution ot the one or the other of them, needs a 
furt her Contirmation than what it already hath re- 
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ceived. That which is moſt doubtful, ſo far as I 
yet underſtand, at leaſt to Pædobaptiſts, to whom 
(as well as to Antipedobaptiſts) I had a reſpect 
in that Treatiſe; is, Whether all thoſe Benefits and 
Priyiledges, that in the reſolution of the ſecond 
Queſtion I have aſſigned to the Infant-Seed of Be- 
lievers, do really and truly appertain unto them, 
or only in foro Ecclefie, or in viſible appea- 
rance? To whom I would only ſay, That in 
caſe the Covenant is enter'd with, and the Promi- 
ſes thereof made to them definitely, that is, with 
and to each of them in particular, and conſe- 
quently, that all thoſe Benefits and Priviledges are 
granted, and do belong to them univerſally, or to 
every one of them in particular, as in caſe the Pro- 
miſes be made to them definitely, they mult needs 
do; it will neceſſarily follow, that they are grant- 
ed, and do appertain to them in reality and truth, 
as well as in putward appearance. Granting the 
er, there is no more juſt reaſon to queſtion the 
atter, than there would be, ſuppoſmg a Man were 
known and granted to be a true Believer, yet to 
queſtion whether all this Good, or all theſe Bene- 
nts and Priviledges do appertain to him in reality 
and truth or no, ſceing as they are the Sced of true 
Believers, ſuch as are Believers not only in the fight 
of Men, but the ſight: of God, that I ſpeak of. 
So the Coyenant is entred with, and the Pro- 
miſes of it, made to them meerly as the Seed of ſuch 
Parents, without reſpect had to any Qualihcations 
in, or any Conditions to be performed by them. 
Whence, ſuppoſing we grant the Coyenant is en- 
tred with, and the Promiſes thereof made tothem 
detinitely, or with and to cach of them in un. 
| ar, 
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lar, in cafe we eicher queſtion, whether all that 
Good, and all thoſe Benefits and Priviledges are 
| granted, and do appertain to them univerſally z or 
whether ſuppoſing we grant that, yet queſtion 
whether they are granted and do appertain to 
them in reality and truth; it muſt be either be- 
cauſe we queſtion whether all that Good, and all 

Benefits and Priviledges are contained in 
theſe Promiſes of the Covenant appertaining to 
them; or becauſe we queſtion whether be 
faithful in his Promiſes, that is, do indeed and in 
truth grant unto, or confer upon thoſe to whom 
the Promiſes do appertain, what Good is really 
and truly contained in them. Either of which 
things why we ſhould rather queſtion in reſpect of 

Infants, than grown Perſons, no rational account 
can be given. And to queſtion, much more to 
deny the one or the other, has a direct tendency 
to overthrow the Faith and Comfort of all Belie- 
vers, and render the Covenant of Grace with the 
various Promiſes of it utterly inſignificant, and of 
no uſe unto Men. Indeed that which ſeems to 
cauſe ſome to heſitate about, and keeps them from 
a ready Compliance with what I have affirmed, 
is a Suppoſition, that the Caſe of Infants is the 
ſame with, at leaft like unto the Cafe of grown 
Perſons 3 becauſe grown Perſons may viſibly appear 
to be in Covenant, and have the Promiſes thereof 
appertaining unto them, and conſequently to have 
all that Good, or all thoſe Benefits and Priviledges 
granted to and conferred upon them, when yet 
neither the Covenant, nor the Promiſes of it, do 
indeed appertaip to them in the fight of God, and 

conſequently none of that Good, or of thoſe Be- 
4 nehts 
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nefits and Priviledges do appertgin to them in rea- 
lity and truth. They are ready to think it may be 
ſo with Infants. But now the Caſe of n Per- 
ſons and of Infants in this matter is wholly different; 
the Intereſt of grown Perſons in the Covenant and 
Promiſes of it, depends upon their own performance 
of the Conditions of the Covenant; but it is otherwiſe 
with the Infant-Seed of Believers, they have their 
Intereſt in the Covenant purely from the Promiſe, 
as made to them as the Seed of believing Parents, 
Hence, ſuppoſe that Parents are. true' Believers, 
their Seed muſt needs have a like Intereſt in the 
Covenant that they themſelves have, and the 
fame Good, or the ſame Benefits and Priviledges 
- muſt needs be granted to, and conferred upon 
their Seed, that. are given unto and conferred 
upon themſelves. Now that'the Covenant is in- 
deed- entred with, and the Promiſes thereof 
made to the Infant-Seed of Believers definitely, 
I:;;have (as I conceive) ſufficiently proved. And 
I had intended to have ſomewhat further en- 
Jarged and ſtrengthned theſe Reaſons already offe- 
red; and alſo to have added ſomewhat more for 
the Confirmation of that their definite and parti- 
cular Intereſt in the Covenant, and Promiſes of it; 
But not having as yet met with any Objections 
againſt thoſe Reaſons already offered, I ſhall for 
brevity ſake forbear, and only ſay to the ſincere 
Enquirer after the Mind of God in theſe things, 
Conſider what bath been ſaid, and the Lord give thee 
Pnderitanding in all things. 
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To the Godly and Learned among the 
Antipzdo-baptiſts, eſpecially the 
Authors of the late ( onfeſſion of 
their Faith. 


Reverend and beloved Brethren, 


He Deſign of the preceding Sheets being 

to lay level with ordinary Capacities, 

what I have already made publick in a 

Method more ſuting Scholaſtick Educa- 

tions, the adjoining an Addreſs unto you may 
juſtly be deemed improper. That I may there- 
fore do both you and my ſelf right, I ſhall give 
you a brief account of my thus doing. Far be it 
from me once to imagine, that the one or the o- 
ther of thoſe Tracts, or any thing in them (a Re- 
capitulation of which this is) is unto you unintel- 
ligible. I doubt not but that at leaſt (will you 
make uſe of thoſe Abilities, both natural and acqui- 
red, you are ſo plentifully furniſhed with) you can 
take a proſpect of what I have ſaid from firſt ta 
laſt, and by comparing one thing with another, 
paſs a judgment upon the whole, It is true, to 
note in one paſſage, thoſe two, (viz. Mr. H, and 
Mr, D L.) who have ſeen meet to take notice of 
what I haye written, ſcem to complain of obſcu- 
rity, 


; (92) 
rity, chough I had neither ſet down my Theſis 
diſtinctly, nor proſecuted my Ar ts ſyllogiſti- 
cally, at leaſt in a form intelligible to all 
But I am — their Complaints had their 
riſe from ſome other Cauſe, and not from any 
difficulty themſelves found z and whether I had 
any reaſon to take any notice of the former's Com- 

int, or the latter, to object it as a Failure in me 


that I did not, I ſhall leave with you to deter- 


mine. 

I ſhall not deny, but that the Method I have 
proceeded in hath render'd thoſe Diſcourſes ſome- 
what obſcure to Capacities unacquainted with the 
Rules of Logical Argumentation, neither was I 
without ſome previous Intimations that it would 
ſo do; yet was not I thereby * from the 
publication of them 3 my main deſign being, by the 
rectifying ſome Miſtakes I ſaw ſome of the chief Aſ- 
ſerters of Infant- Baptiſm lay under, and the additi- 
on of ſome few Arguments overlook'd by them, to 
eftabliſh more fully that Practice in the Minds of 
the Learned 3 wherein what ſucceſs I have had, or 
yet may have, through the Blefling of God upon 
my weak endeavours, I ſhall leave to the obſerva- 
tions of others, and the diſcovery of Time. This 
Ican through Grace ſay, I have not as yet ſeen 


any Cauſe to repent, either of the Pains I have 


taken, or the Charges I have been at ; neither had 
T any cauſe to fear that I ſhould willingly, or could 
be juſtly ſuſpected deſignedly, through any un- 
ſound Mediums, or fallacious Reaſonings, to prb- 
mote an Error, while I deſigned to eſtabliſh the 


Truth. I was well aſſured there were thoſe of ' 


your Perſwaſion, who could ſufficiently underſtand 
| me, 
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me, and were able to detect both the unſound- 
neſs of my Mediums, and Fallaciouſneſs of my 
Arguments, had the one or the other been ſo: but 
no Attempt of that Nature has as yet been made 
by any. But to return, this I was ſaying, It is 
far from me to imagine, that what I have glrea- 
dy written is to = unintelligible : Let not there- 
fore my adding this Addreſs to you to this Com- 
pendium be either to you or any others, 
as though*twere a Reflection upon your Underſtand 
ings: but three things have induced me hereunto. 
1. The Encouragement you have given me in 
your late Confeſſion, and Appendix thereunto an- 
nexed, and that not only by your Orthodoxy in 
the main Doctrines of the Goſpel, but more eſpe- 
cially by that Diſcovery you have there made of 
your Love to the Truth, Moderation of Spirit, 
and being through the anointing of the Spirit 
2 but led into that Kard' urepaoryy 
dw, recommended in 1 Cor. 12.31. to us by the 
holy Apoſtle of the Gentiles. It is indeed hard 


for any reciprocare ſerram in Polemical Divinity, 


eſpecially in that dawning Light we are yet un- 
der, without being in one reſpect or another, if 
not really, Jet in appea- 6. l, Pnjuric illis pre- 
rance, injurious one to a- fre (wr opium, 
nother. Now when it is /udium oft non de verit are 
not Love to Truth, — fed progens glariget — 
Deſire of victory, that „ οο⁹]α]⁰-¾/π]⁰] e 
keeps up the Conteſt, theſe 8 
Injuries, whether real or locum bar pemurus new ha- 

ſed, will ordinarily . Maxent. Dialog. 
be more heeded than the Neſtorian, bb. 1. 
Arguments urged: but when Love to Truth pre- 


valls, 
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vails, eſpecially if attended with thoſe other bleſ- 
ſed Fruits ot the Spirit, Moderation and Charity, 
as Plain-dealing will not be reputed injurious, ſo 
even that which may be really judged to be ©, 
will be overlook'd and paſſed by.. Which things I 
having more abundant Ground to hope are true. of 
you, I cannot but promiſe my ſelt, that as what I 
ſhall ſay, though it be with much freedom of 
Speech, ſhall mcet with a candid Interpretation, 
yea, and a kind Reception from you ſo in caſe 
any thing injurious ſhould unwittingly (for wit · 
tingly there ſhall not) drop from my Pen, that 
ſhall be no Let to your more through weighing 
the Arguments I have offered, or embracement ot 
Truth, ſo far as by them it is demonſtrated. 

2. That in caſe any of you ſhall farther appear 
in the ventilation of this Controverſy, which J 
would by no means diſcourage you from, you may 
with more caſe take a full proſpect of it, at leaſt 
as managed by me, both as to the Foundations I 
have laid, and the whole Structure built thereup- 
on, and not be put to the trouble of bringing 
things together, that lay in my former Treatiſes at 
ſome diſtance one from another, in order to a duo 
comparing them one with another. | 

3. I may. probably here have put my laſt hand 
to this Controverſy, I am aware ot the uncertainty 
of Life; neither am I (ſuppoſing God fhould leng- 
then out that) altogether without hope chas hd 
addition of any thing more in purſuance of it will 
be utterly unneceſſary; the Reaſbns ot this my 
Hope will more fully appear before I take my leave 
of you. 

And now, Brethzen, having given you this brief 
Account 
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eatively and poſitively, of my ad- 
ding theſe Lib onto the foregoing li 
bear with me, though I ſay to you, as Elibx to Job, 
I am fid of matter, the Spirit within me conflraineth 
me 3 Inuſt freak, that I may be refreſbed; and let me 
F pray you (as he there adds) not accept any Mans | 
perſon. I ſpeak to you as Friends, yea, as Bre- 
thren, as Joint-heirs with us of the common Salva- 
tion, purchaſed by our Lord Chriſt both for you 
and us. Hence, as Nainneſs of Speech moſt be- 
comes me, ſo to you (I hope) it will neither be 
e nor grievous. Your Orthodoxy and 
Soundneſs of Judgment in the main Fundamental 
Doctrines of the Goſpel, with that Love to Truth, 
Moderation 'of Spirit, and Chriſtian Charity, afore 
taken notice of, appearing in your late Confeſſion, 
and Appendix thereunto annexed, are greatly 
commendable 3 and I hope I may truly ſay, they 
have endeated you, not only unto me, but to all 
that love our Lord Chriſt in ſincerity : neither ſhall 
you (as I hope) at any 


time find me in Endea- 
vours after mutual Love, 
Converſation, and Chriſti- 
an Communion, in' things 
wherein we are agreed, in 
the Rear, as ave ſtill 
done in theſe unpleaſing 
Conteſts. For though I 
would, and dare do no leſs 
than * manifeſt a true Zeal 
in maintaining the Truth; 


pet that throug Grace ſhall 


ria mnextricabile ques | 


dammody malum nan- 


quam deſinit banana cor- 
da pulſare;aty; inipinarss 
argumentis fidens 1nquie- 
tare Catholicam, meceſſe 
eff Sefatoribus vera 
tis vier Captioſas 
ties ſentem ia pravi dere, 
ſaprenterg 1 detegere, pro- 
latdsg; n medium malley 
veritats cobibere, & uſ- 
que ad efſſionem ſangus- 
ny contra cas pro verit ate 


certare, Ibad. praf. 


no Let to me in an amicable and peaceable 


walking 
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walking with you according to what we. have 
jointly attained unto. I have of a long time been, 
and ſtill am wholly perſwaded, that thoſe Aliena- 
tions of Affections, and Diſtances in point of 
Chriſtian Converſation and Communion in things 
wherein they all agree, found among Chriſtians, 
holding the Head, and fincerely embracing and 
orattifng the Truth as it is in Jeſus, according to 
the meaſures of Light they have reſpectively re- 
ceived, are utterly diſſonant from the Doctrine of 
our Lord Chriſt and his Apoltles, and the Simplici- 
ty of the Primitive Practice. And ſurely, might 
we be ſo happy, as to take true meaſures of thoſe 
Differences that are between us, and manage them 
with that Spirit of Modetation and mutual For- 
bearance that the Goſpel requires, it would not only 
not a little conduce to our mutual Edification and 
Comfort, hut greatly obviate thoſe Offences taken 
22 by the — of the World. Grace never 

ines more brightly, nor appears with a greater 
luſtre, than when it is dy] * under viſible 
Diſadvantages. Hence if that mutual Love of 
Chriſtians (when pet thiokipg the ſame thing) 
appeared ſo beautiful in the eyes of the Heathens, 
that they could not behold it without an, Kere quam 
mutuo ſe amant : much more would it ſo do, when 
it is kept up under the diſadvantages of ſome 
Differences both in Judgment and Practice. And 
hence the Diſadvantages dees may lie under 
through the Differences in Judgment and Practice 
among the more ſtrict Profeſſors of it, would be a 
bundantly recompenſed through the Illuſtriouſneſs 
of their Grace, rendred more beautſful by occaſion 


of them. And hence, as I cannot but greatly com- 
men 
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my hands. 
But Brethren, though I cannot but. in faithful- 


neſs commend What appears in you ſo greatly com- 


pac en ; — muſt, = that alſo 145 4 
to you, wherein I cannot but jad 
Mame-worhys | I remember what the Comick 
Aſſentatores non beniunt ut arrideant, ſed ut at- 
* 2 3 —— it — pleaſe, yet 
judicial. Two things more eſpecially I can- 
not but j 12 — 42 
1. when you come to give the Reafons 
why yon cannot acquieſce in what (as you ex» 
pteſs) is urged by us againſt you, or (as you elſe 
where candidly int ) is offered for your Sa- 
tisfaction, — uxpcturrr thoſe Scri | 
and Seripture-Atguments, that we, at leaſt ſome 
of us, conceive tnoſt cogent, and anſwerably ate 
moſt inſiſted on by us, to eſtabliſh our Practice, and 
convinee you of your Miſtakes, and either only 
ſuppoſe us to reaſon quite otherwiſe than indeed 
we do, or only ſingle out ſome of thoſe Scriptures 
and Argutnents drawn from them, that we only 
make uſc of as additional enſorcements of our mairt 
Argutnents; bat not as demonſtrative of them- 


ſelves. | | 
Firſt, 1 fay; you ftoppoſe us to reaſon quite 6 
therwife than — 2 Ss make IE 
other Mediuin than indeed we do. Thus in yout 
« 214 
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114h and 11yth pag. thus expreſs your ſelves, 
Th el abt Coen — — 
ſhip ſhould be, ar is ſuppoſed, in reference unto the Infants 
of Believers ; yet no Command for Infamt-Baptiſm does 
immediatly and diretily reſult from | ſuth a ity or 


Relation; infinuating thereby as though we ſhould 1 


afhrm there did, which we do not. Sopag.125. you 
again thus expreſs your ſelves, Of whatſoever nature 
| the Holineſs of the Children mentioned, 1 Cor. 7.12. be, 
yet they who do conclude that all ſuch Children (whether 
Infants or of riper years) have from hence an immedi- 
ate Right to Baptiſm, do (at we ebncetve) put more in- 
to the Concluſion, than will be found in the Premiſſes, 

' Whereas we do not conclude mgerly from their 
Covenant-Holineſs, that they. have from thence 
any immediate Right to Baptiſm 3 we only im- 
prove that Scripture as a Confirmation of their 
Covenant-ſtate, which you at preſent deny not, 
neither will you determine of what Holineſs the 
Apoſtle there ſpeaks 3 fo that as you grant not, ſo 
you deny not but the Apoſtle may ſpeak of a fœde- 
ral Holineſs,which is all that we affirm. Hence what 
you ſubjoin in thoſe 114 and 115:pages, ſo in 125, 
and onwards to 129, is utterlyimpertinent. We fay 
not that a Command for Infant-Baptiſm doth im- 
mediatly and directly reſult from their Intereſt in 
the Covenant, or Church-Memberſhip 3 but this 


we fay, that God having graciouſſy extended his 
Covenant to them, hath — of his Sove- 


teign will and pleaſure to annex a Command, that 
the Token of his Covenant (whatever that ſhould 
be) fhould be kept both by Parents and Children, 
which Token of the Covenant we fay was Circum- 
ciſion under the firſt Teſtament, but now is Bap- 

tiſm, 
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tiſm. And beſides, there are other Arguments 
which ee certainly be unacquainted with, 
which do (ſuppoſing that their Fœderal Holineſs 
and Church-Memberthip) undeniably eitabliſh the 
2 and rightfulneſs of their Baptiſin. 2 
that (I conceive) you cannot poſſibl t thei 
Faderal Holineſs = Church-Memberlhip, but 
you alt grane their Baptiſm. Now for you to 
overlook all theſe Arguments, and fain us to ar- 
gue quite otherwiſe than indeed we do, (or if poſ- 
libly any have done, yet their Miſtakes have been 
rectified) is (to ſay no more) matter of great ad- 
miration, The xcaſons of yqut ſo doing muſt be 
left with your ſelves yet I cannot but tell you 
that ſuch Dealings have a fad tendency to obſtruct 
that good Deſign, viz. the Reconciliation of our 
mutual Love each to other, which you ſeem to car- 
xy. on. It will beget a kind of Suſpicion in the 
minds of Men, that you too wilfully thut your Eyes 
againſt that Light that is held forth unto you. -, 
| Secondly, You only fingle out ſome of thoſe 
Scriptures and Arguments drawn from them, that 
we make uſe of as additional Enforcements, but 
not as demonſtrative of themſelves. Thus for 
thoſe Inſtances of whole Families being baptized, 
we only improve them as a further Confirmation 
of our main Arguments, but not as demonſtrative 
as of themſelves, and that upon ſuppoſition of the 
federal Holineſs and Church-Memberſhip of the 
* Infatt-Seed of Befievers,and the validity of thoſe Ar- 
uments we have urged for their Baptiſm upon that 
$ppoſition. That theſe Inſtances may be taken in as 
additional Contirmations of our Practice, Iam ve- 
tily perlwaded your (elves will not deny. So that 
| H2 
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alas! Brethren, what a ſlender actount have you 
given us of the Reaſons of your 
m what is —— 3 ws No wonder 
if you ſo grea us on the one hand, and 
on the hand overlook our main Arguments, 
and then only take notice of what Scriptures and 
Arguments we make uſe of only as additional 
Contirtations, though you cannot comply with 
our M4 — a 


2. That which I cannot but j alike blame- 
worthy in you, is your too evident Partiality. This 
is ſo apparent in your Citation of, and Remark 
upon Dr. Lighifoot's Interpretation of that Rem: 4. 
11. that it is a wonder your ſelves ſhould not ſee 
it. The Doctor conceives that Circumciſion is 
there ſaid to be a Seal not meerly ( ſor in ſome 
ſence he grants it might be) of that Righteouſneſs 
eſpecially of thar Righteouſneſs which his unde 

that Righteouſneſs which his -uncir- 
| — Seed, w—_ believing Gentiles, ſhould 
have when they ſhould come to imitate his Faith. 
Now you conceive that this is fo evidently the true 
ſence and meaning of the werden wg 
that it is impertinent for any to alledge that Scri 
ture to prove that Circumciſion was a Seal of the 
Rightcouſncſs of Faith, either to Abrabam himſelf, 
or to any of his circumciſed Pofterity. But Bre- 
thren, let me prevail with you ſeriouſſy to weigh 
cheſe few things, which I hall but as it were pro- 
1. Confider, that this Interpretation ſeems nt- 
ter inconfilegt withthe Apoſliesdefign andfeope 
in that place. The Apoſtle's deſign is to ſhew 
that Abrabam both had a3 Righteouſneſs imputed } 
| | | to 
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3 let me ſay, cum 
s words are ſo far 


Imagine. 
5 ( 2.) Circumciſion is ly ſaid to be the To» 
| - ken of that Copenant eſta ithed with Abrabem and 
. | © bis Seed in their Generations; but now the Imputa» 
| tian of Righteouſnels to us Gentiles upon conditi- 
| on of our believing, was no Artigle on God's part 
| in the Covetant, as entred and eſtabliſhed with 
Abraham's natural Seed, at leaſt as ſeverally and 
icularly conſidered, and as the Covenant was 
entred with them, Circumciſion was the Token 
of it. Hence how it * to them what was 


k | 3 ng 
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no-where proiniſed to them is hard 10 imagite 
(.) This Interpretation, at leaſſ as big = 
to take it, ſuppoſes that the natural Seed of 4hra- 
ham, chough in Covenant, jet had not a Righre- 


duſneſs impured to them: for ho 
would it be to ſay that Imputatiqn of Right&ou 
neſs to the Gentiles was ſealed to the Jews, And ye 
that Righteouſneſs imputed unto them not e 
ſealed unto them; that would be to ſay, they had 
4 Good of which they had no Promiſe ſealed to 
them, and yer that Good of which they had 3 
Promiſe not ſealed to tliem. 
(A.) According to this Interpretation the A- 
poſtle's words can hardly be good ſence, ſeeing the 
Righteouſneſs of Faith is not a Quality inherent 
in, but a Relation predicable of thoſe to. whorn it 
is imputed 3 but according to this Interpretation 
the Apolſte's wards muſt run thus, He received Cir- 
cumciſion, 4 Seal of the Righteouſneſs which ſhould be 
in the Circumcifion ; for the words are, & Ang 
eus ix. Al f ok $ Nei * 
(.) Adde this one thing more, That the very 
ſame Phraſe in the next verſe is and muſt ne- 
ceſſarily be render d as it is by our Tranſlators in | 
this. Now to underſtaud the fame Phraſe after 
ſuch a different manner in one verſe, from what 
it mult neceſſarily be underſto0d in the next, when 
there is no warrant from Scripture; nor any juſt 
reaſon from the Context ſo to do, is — 2 
Z CU CO "I 
3. Suppoſe we ſhould grant the Doctor's Inter- 
pretation tõ be right, which you ſee we have no 
reaſon to do, yet neither is your Cauſe at all ad- 
vantaged, nor ours prejudiced thereby, feeing lie 
. 3 grants 


g 103 ) 
grants that Circumeifionin ſome ſence was x Sal 
to Alrabam of that Righteouſnels which he | E 
Faith while in his Uncitcumciſion. Now of what 
uſe it was to him, of the ſame uſe it wis to all to 
whom it was rightfully applied, as I have elſewyhere 
No ſuppoſe it might have a further 
reſpect, yet that no ways prejudices the Uſe'and 
Improvement we make of the Text forthe eftabliſh- 
ment of our Practice. So that I cannot but great- 
ly wonder that you ſhould put ſuch a Remark upon 
that Interpretation of that Scripture, which ſeems 
, evidently inconſiſtent with the Apoſtle's cope, is 
utterly improbable in it (elf, and yet is of no uſt 
to the furthering of your Cauſe, nor makes any head 
of - Oppoſition againſt ours. als 
And truly, Brethren, I now begin to leſs won- 
der that you acquieſce not in what is offered by us 
for your fatisfadhion it cannot be thought ſtrange 
that you ſhould continue your Practice different 
from ours, when you either only ſuppoſe that our 
practice is eſtabliſhed by ſuch Arguments as we 
make no uſe of, or if any haply have made uſe 
of them, jet they are 'confeſſed by others of us 
to be invalid, and in the mean time overlook thoſe 
Arguments which we conceive to be cogent and 
demonſtrative, and withal take a Conceit of one 
ſingle Man, (howeyer Learned, and in other mat- 
ters Judicious) that indeed hath no probability of 
Truth in it, nar really of any uſe to you, to carry 
ſuch - evidence of Truth, as though ſufficient 
to counter-ballance the Judgments of all others, 
though at leaſt » ſome of them not inferiour unto 
him either in Learning or Judgment, that are o- 
therwiſe minded; though it is tome matter of uo 
H 4 ſmall 
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publiſhed, by one Mr. D'Lawne, making a ſhew of 
*onfutation of my Books, Indeed had I not 
ſome Intimations, whether my Information fail 
ne or no I cannot certainly ſay, as though one of 
ſmajl note ampng you ſhould ſay, Tbas Mr. 
5 bad de mmet bis Undertaking with a great 
al. of - Reaſon, or words to that effect, though 
imſelf had been told, and that by one of ng (mall 
gment in this Controverſy, that Mr. D'Lawa's 
Book as to me fignitied not two Straws, L could 
hardly Baye imagined, what power ſoever Att. 
pations and Prejudices may baye upon the minds 
of Men, it could have ſigniſicd any moxe to any of 
you. Whether it do at leaft deſerve to ſignify any 
thing more, I ſhall now refer to the determination 
of God s Vice-gerent, I mean Conſcience in you. 
The Title Mr. D'Lawn gives his Papers is, 4 brief 
Surrey and Confutation of Mr. Whiſton's Boaks : * 
| e 
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ſore part of my Book. : 
As to what he Gith to my Preface, of how lictle 
ſignification it is 1 ſhall wholly leave to your 
Judgments. I ſay not that the Cauſes there 
n ts and Practice 
ae the Cauſes of all their rejecting i 
contend for, and embracing yours, who do reject 
the one and embrace the other nor will he (as 1 
ſuppoſe) engage tor all of | 


And as fir the Digreiſion | — 
27 as h concernin | 

quences he falls into upon occaſion ofthe third 
Cauſe ailigned by me, I dare boldly ſay, you know 
and caanot but acknow he pertettly trifles 3 
neither can I imagine any Reaſon of that Di- 
g reſſion 


* 


( x06.) 
— (for I ſuppoſe we are fully agreed a- 


uences) except it. be to uſher in tha 

ent he lays down in his third Page, which 

he would have his Reader believe unanſtwerably 
proves that there is indeed no Birth-Holineſs un- 
der the Goſpel-· Adminiſtration; but whether it be 
of any more weight than if he had ſaid, There is 


none, hocauſe there is none, is left to your Judg- 
ments. How abſurd is it to jumble together the 


Covenant · Intereſt or Feederal Holineſs of the Seed: * 


of Believers, -with things purely --Ceremonial ? 


That all Ceremonial Differences between Meats, 


Birds, . Beaſts, and ſo forth, are taken away, we 
readily grant; but that the Birth · Priviledg of the 
Sed of Believers was ever founded in that Law, 
we utterly deny,” and affirm on the other hand, 
chat it is founded in the Covenant of Grice, 
is one and the ſame in all Agts, nor doth 
Mr. D'Laxn offer the leaſt Proof that it is other- 
wiſe. So that I ſhall appeal unto Mr. Delaun's 
en Conſcience; whether in this Argument he did 
nat: knowingly and deſignedly paraſyllogize, or 
put a Fallacy on his unwary Reader: 
Brethren, — tell you plai and 8 


cannot but it, that fuch g5 greatly re- 
ä ty, they will do er. 
can) beget Prejudices in their 2 they ſavoiirs 

ing ſo much pt tliat auge 'the Apoltle ſpeaks of; 


whereby not only of unſound · Judgmenei 
but corrupt Minds, lie in wait to deceive. Now 
then be you your ſelves Judges, to how little pur- 

poſe Mr. D' Laxn has ſpent above one third part of 
Nis prevented rr of this tuft Book, 


* 
| But 


— 
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APW ae, &; | 
But to come to his Confuration. And thus after 
the aſore- mentioned account he gives of my Book, 

he- thus begins, pag. 6. As to Mr. Whitton's 
t ſubordinate  Propofrion, bring before eld, 1 


ſoy, Sc. 4 | 

Mr. D'Laun here tells us he hath rejected my firſt 
Propoſition, but refers us not to the place where, 
that we might ſee whether he hath done it upon 
any rational Grounds or no; not do I find where 
he * afore rejected it, much lels any Reaſon of 
his ſo doing. As for his following Diſcourſe, that 
which he drives at in it I ſuppoſe is this, viz. to 
ſhew, That the Covenant of Grace is ſuch, as that nei- 
ther the natural Seed of Abraham, or of any other he- 
lieving Parents, as ſuch, can have an Intereſt in it, or 
* Right 10 the Promiſes of it. And hence he would 
have his Reader conclude, that this my firſt Pro- 
poſition cannot be true, unleſs ſuppoſing by Cove- 
nant I mean the Covenant of Circumciſion 3 nor 
can I rationally make that uſe of that Promiſe 
for the chan the Practice of Infants Baptiſm 
that 1 do. Now let us ſee how he hath performed 
his Undeyking 3" in order whereunto I ſhall firſt 
pare off what is impertinent as to his preſent pur- 
' pole, ſeeing he is no in pretence confuring my 

Book; and thus his whole DiſcYurſe,” which'rakts 
up upward of two more of his fourteen Pages, a- 
bout the manner of the Covenant's Adminiſtration, 
muſt be laid aſide, as that wherein my Book is no 
way concerned, ſeeing I ſufficiently Heckte and 
certainly Mr. P Laun could not but know it, that 
when I affirm the Infant- Seed of Abrabam and of 
all other Believer are taken with theit Parents into 
the Covenant, I ſtill mean the Covenant it (el, 
* and 


("x08 ) 
n Soong 2nd howto 
at ] purpoſe he ſhould much 
upon the manner of the G e 
on remains with himſelf, nothing 1 have aid js 
at all concerned therein. Now then take the 
Covenant as conſidered in regard of its Efſence and 
Subſtance, and let us (ce, 

Firſt, How far Mr. De-Laun and 1 arc agreed, 
and we evidently agree in two _ 

1. That God in that Promiſe,” Gen. 17. 7. in- 
tended Abrabams natural Seed. That Mr. D' Lawn 
as eee 2 A dhe ce | 

expreſly grants, that if I mean t Ve= 
2M of Circumciſion, as it mo Atts 7. 8. 
—— himſelf nor any Body elſe denies this my * 
firſt Propoſition. Now I have ſufficiently decla- 
red that that is the Covenant that I mean 3 and 
by the Covenant of I mean the (o- 
yenant the Sign or Token of which was Circum- 
ciſion, and © for ought I know doth Mr. D'Laza 
too. I confeſs, there is a or two in his 
Papers 2 ſeem to r that by the Cove- 


. he Command 4 
If, or t pm wary + | nm 


iſion; 
| 8 being a . al h Seal 6 
$ a — 
| his natural Imean the Covenant of 
Care & nor nay Boop ——_ 
„ plainly t he cannot ſo under t 
IEEE ſeeing that is a 
+ Si ke cnn ily es 
ta Pr 3 an cannot y 
that L ſhould have reſpect to that Command, be- 
cauſe I not only ſpeak of a Promiſe, but capt 
ew 


* 
* 


(0d 3 
ſhew that it is that very Promiſe v. 7. that I have 
reference unto 3 fo that Mr. D' Lown and I are plain- 
ly agreed in this. | 

2. We are agreeed in this, vis. Either that there 
are two Covenants, each of which may bear the 
denomination of the Covenant of Grace, the one 
abſolute, the other conditional, or elſe that one 


and the ſame Covenant, uſually called the Cove- 


: 
; 


nant of Grace, tndy be diſtinguiſhed of as abſolute 
or conditional. And that we are agreed in this is 
evident, becauſe Mr. D* Lawn, having ſpoken of 
the abſolute Covenant of Grace, and having affirm- 
ed that this Covenant belongeth not to Infants 
(as I am far from ſaying that it doth) he immedi- 
atly adds, The conditional Covenant of Grace, if they 
will ſo call it, &c. It may ſeem he would rather 
have it called a mutual Covenant 3 but we fee thac 
he plainly diſti th between the fingle or ab- 
ſolute Covenant, which he ſaith was made with 
the Elect, and the mutual or conditional Cove- 


nant, which is offered to all, and actually made 


with Believers as ſuch. 

So that in theſe two things Mr. D' L. and I are 
agreed. And if it be aid, wherein then lies the 
Differences between us ? 

I an{wer, I conceive it lies here, That whereas 
I affirm that this Covenant mentioned Gen. 17. 7. 
was not only a Covenant of Grace, but is the con- 
ditional Covenant of Grace, under which Belie- 
vers always have been, and ſtill are. Mr. D'Laun 
either holds that it was the old Covenant, which 
he ſeth to have been a Covenant of Works, 
and which is ſaid by the Apoſtle to be yaniſhed a- 
way; or elſe that it was a complicated Covenant, 

both 


( 110 }) 
both the Covenant of Grace, and alſo the Cove- 
nant of Works, as he calls it, or the old Cove- 
nant. Which Conceit, ſu either Mr; 
D'Laun or any others have embraced it, may claim 
the Primogeniture among all the Abſurdities that 
have ever dropt from the Pen of any that ever 
communicated any thing to publick view. That 
one and the fame Promiſe ſhould conſtitute both 
the Covenant of Grace and the Covenant ot 
Works, (and he muſt hold it of one and the ſame 

miſe, viz. that mentioned in Gen. 17. 7. or he 
[peaks nothing to the purpole) is ſo extravagantly 
abſurd; that it ſeems very harſh to e any Man 
with it, unleſs he had in expreſs words affirmed 
it; yet I much ſuſpect it is Mr. D'Lawn's Conceit, 
bY well as it was Mr. Hutchinſon's before him, but 
ſhall leave Mr. D'Laun to explain his own Noti- 
ons. Surely he could not but know, I having ſo 
expreſly declared my felt in that matter, (ſee Book 
6 24% 51.) that both in my firſt Propoſition, 
and the whole uſe I make of that Covenant eſta- 
bliſhed with · Abraham, for the | eſtabliſhing the 
Practice of Infant-Baptiſm, I ſtill look upon it as 
the conditional Covenant of Grace, or the Cove- 
nant as conditionally made. | 

Now then having ſeen wherein we agree, let u 
ſee how ſubſtantially cither this my firſt Props: 
on, or the uſe I make of that Gen, 17.7. for tho 
Ends mentioned, is by all that Mr. D*Laxi hath 
| faid,confuted. And in Confutationem, the Sum of all 

he hath aid amounts but to this, That be bimſelf and 
ſome others, both Pedobaptifts and Antipedo-baptiſts, 
have ſuc» a ſence and underſtanding of the abſolute 
or ſingle Covenant of Grace, à thut it admits not any 

| Infants 


(1 
Infants (as ſuch) to have an Intereſt it it. But how 
either my Propoſition, or any Uſe I make of that 
Scripture, ſhould be concerned in any Man's ſence 
or undexſtanding of a Covenant, I neither intend, 
nor have any reſpect unto, or at leaſt of the Cove- 
nant. of Grace, as falling undey, another Notion 
than that I conſider d it under, I ſhall leave to you 
and all other Men, to judg and determine as you 
and they ſee meet. But ſuppoſe Mr. D'Lawn and 
thoſe others he mentions, ſhould ſpeak of one 
and the ſame Covenant, or of the Covenant under 
one and the fame Notion that I do, what a ſlender 
Confutation of my Propoſition is it to tell us, that 
he and ſome others have a different underſtanding of that 
Covenant from what I have? And yet this it ſeems 
* | muſt go for a Confutation, yea, a rational Confita- 
tion of my Book, But who knew not that thoſe 
who deny Infant-Baptiſm have a different fence 
and underſtanding of the Covenant of Grace than 
what I have, before Mr. D'Lawn's Papers ſaw the 
Light ? N 
— if any ſhall ſay, Though it is true, what 

Mr: D*Lawn here faith is no ſufficient Confutati- 
on, either of my tirſt Propoſition, or of the Uſe 1 
make of this Covenant, ſeeing what he faith con- 
cernsa diſtin Covenant, or the Covenant as conſi- 
dered under a different Notion from that Covenant 
that I make uſe of for the eſtabliſhing the Practice 
of Infant-Baptiſm, or the Notion under which I 
conſider it; yet take the Covenant in that ſence 
that I do, and Mr. D'Laun (when he comes to 
vindicate Mr. Hutchinſon) hath proved that it con- 
cerns not Infants} So in his 18th Page, and 
he ſeemy to have proved it by two Reaſons. 

| 4 Firſt, 


WES 
Firſt, Becauſe he can find that Codenant to 
| S that he that believet ſball be 


2dly. Becauſe the Covenant of Grace (he 
ſpeaks of the conditional Covenam) gives what it 
requires, and engbkes the Covenantets to perform 
the Condition required, which cannot be affirmed 
that it doth to Infants while ſuch, 


In reference whereunto I ſhall only fay, that 
neither of theſe Reaſons is a ſufficient Proof. 
For as for the firſt, | 

I. The Fault is in Mr. D' Laune; would he 
ſcarch the Scriptures, and open his Eyes to the 
Light held forth from them, he may eafily ſee the 
Covenant, as thus conſider d, may, yea, doth take 
in Infants with their Parents. 

2, As to his other Reaſon, It amounts to nei- 
ther more nor leſs than if he had ſaid, The Cove- 
nant as conditional concern f nos Infants, becauſe it is 
an abſolute Covenant. To ſay, the conditional Cove» 
tant gives what it requires, is of a like import as 
if it ſhould be faid, N. 
Conditions, * would Mr. D' Laune have attend 
ed to what (I luppoſe) he hath read, he might 
have ſeen how Infants may be in the condition al 
Covenant, and yet never be enabled to perform the 
Conditions of it, and yet that not from any failure 
on God's part in his Promiſes, See my finl} 
ay Pot; 49, &c, 208, G. See allo my Ef- 

. N. . 

Now then, Brethren, whether Mr. D' Lans hath 
rationally rejected my firft Propoſition, or con- 
futed that, or the Uſe I make of the Covenant 

entr 
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eitred with Abrabam; I ſhall frerly Lave to 5. 
ps well as all other Mens Judgments,” and procee 
to his Confutation'of my other 1 Propolition k. 

As WW. his pretended Confutat ion of my ſecond 

ſubordinate Propoſition, 1 [hall freely leave it at 

the Bar of your, yea," of all Mens Cpnſciences, to 
determine; whether what he hath id canies the 
ledſicreal appearance of ſuch a Contutation as he 
pretends unto.· Nay, I dare appeal to an) Man of 
a competent underſtanding, whethefavhat I have 
faid for the proof of this ſecond P fpoſition may 
not be muth niote juſtly accourited an Anſwer to, 
and Confutation of his Suggeſtions, than nab 
bath ſaid accounted a Confutation pf my Propoliti- 
on. Alas! what hath he aid ? for whereas That, pro- 
ved this ſecond Propoſition four Nas H only takes 
notice of the laſ. And Wherens I had quoted ſe- 
veral Texts of Scripture, froinall-which, as com- 
pared together; and mutually exphainii 8 each o- 
tber, I had drawn tive Concluſions, the three firkk 
of which I had inſiſted more c 1 upon by why 
of Proof, as making mote directly to 4 Ae 
this Propoſition 3 he wholly Waves thoſe 
ments and the Reaſons by which I had cor 
ed them, and onlycites the — thernſelve 
and that without the leaſt notice of their muùti 
Aſpect one upon another, and gloſſes upon therh 5 


verally as he ſers meet and that in a directe 


on to what had evidenced to be the Mind Lethe 
Holy Ghiolt in them. 

Indeed he fets-down one of m Concluſions, but 
how wretchedly he wrelis my ſence and W 
in it, will appear to any that will hat 
ich; and tuin to my tirſt Book, pag. 124. and 

I 


10 
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Ig n 
many as I gave; in reipect Inſtances 
he takes notice of : as for two of them he has n 
othet way to vindicate Mi. Hatchinſon but by tmect 


— — — Let what lie ſaitli 
N. 15. ten fit lines, be coinpared with t Book, 
and it will ee n gef dd f je 
ted by him there is ay mentidn of the of 
er am, except 
yin | any one. w V1 leaſt 
Grotitad to ln - 1 Plea 


een Plea fot theit 


| Interetts in Covenant or Baptiſm upon that 


their Relation; the whole Deſign of my (ook is of 
another litport; And even in that pag. 262, the laſt 
Page cited by him, where I mentioned that theit 
Re 1lexpreſly lay, That in the application of 
Baptifin 10 them, we hunt a direct and primary reſpec 
I 2 


zo 
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to their t Join -Subjecli with their Parents f 
tbe Primiſts of b Covenùnt. It is true, I add that; 
1.ook what raſßect we haue to the al Relation'of be- 
lieving Padents to Abraham; 1 lication of Bap- 
tiſin da abem d the ſame reſpetiowe/bave' 10 the Myftical 

om of their: Infant - Seel to him, in the Applicati 
oni Baptiſmuinto them. But my mcaning is plainly 
only this, that it is both! Parents and Childrens 
Intereſt in the Covenant and Promiſes, that gives 
them Right:to, and is the Ground upon which we 
apply Baptiſm the preſent Token of the Covenant ' 
to them though we own and acknowledge: both 
to ſtand alike #lated to Abraham as his Setd s but 
it is not their Relation unto Abraum that we ground 
their Baptiſth upon, that is them. Covenant - Inte- 
reſt, So that do they ſtand related to Abraham or 
no, which is wholly another Queſtion, yet ſeting 
they have an Intereſt in the Covenant, they ought 
to have the Token of it applied to them. So that 
I bad juſt eauſe to charge Mr. Hiuchinſon with tliat 
Miſtake, and fo far as he. proceeds thereon, his Bobk 
muſt needs be utterly uſeleſs ; and yet ex abundunti 
in chat very place in my Poſtſcript to Mr. Hutchinſon 
I do expreſi on that their Relation to Abrabam, 
and ſhew.the Inſufficiency of his Reaſonings againſt 
that Ground. Suppoſe we had pleaded for their 
Church · Memberſhip and Baptiſm from it, which 
we do not, which Mr. D' Lau takes nb notice of, 
and yet has the Confidence as though we had in- 
deed argued from it, and I had ſaid nothing for 
our Juſtification againſt Mr. Hutchinſon, in caſe we 
had run into an impertinent Diſcourſe about Abra- 
hams Seed; and as impertinently talks of a Queſti- 
on worth my Reſolution, . which had he read my 
Eſſay 


be called its Adminiſixation ; „than which 


( #17 ) 
Eſſay, he might have ſeen already reſolved. So again 
in the laſt Inſtance, in reſpect of which he att — 
Mr. Hutchinſon's Vindication, pag. 20. Let 
re , or any one elſe, ſhew where I charge Mr. 
chinſon with any ſuch Abſurdity as he there ſaith, 
Igo and ſhall acquit him of Falſhood in this matter. 
So that Mr. Hurehinſon's Book remains utterly un- 
vindicated, in reſpect of eight of thoſe ten Inſtances 
I gave to ſhew the Uſcleſsneſs and Inſignificancy of 
it, as to the End deſigned in it. And as for thoſe 
other two Inſtances; with reſpect to which Mr. De- 
Laun may ſeem to have ſaid ſomething for his vin- 
dication; yet if his Words be well look d into, they 
will be found of no uſe for that purpoſ * - 

For, as for the one of them, he plainly grants 
what I charge him with, only attempts his Reliet 
another way, which is no W at all of 
Mr. Hutchinſon. 

And as for the other, which concerns the Abſure 
dities and Confuſion Mr. Hutchinſon's Book labours 
under; how has he vindicated himby falling into 
a double Abſurdity himſelf? ' (1.) In ſaying the 
Covenant of Grace, in reſpect of its Admigtrati- 
on, is a Covenant of Works. (2.) In itÞlying 
that whatever admi niſters to the Covenant of Grace 
(for upon that Suppoſition he muſt go, or his Vin- 
dication of. Mn, Hutchinſon ſignifies 2 may 

at can 
be more abſurdly ſpoken is not caſy,to imagine; 
but that is all Mr, D'L,aun has to ſay for Mr. Hutchine 
Hoem and whether he has not left his Book as he found 
it, be your (vgs. Judges. Indeed, had Mir. Lans 
ſaid, That . under the firſt Teſtament the Old 
Covenant did: ſo under the New-Tcltament the 
13 New 
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or che eſtabliſhment ot the Practice of Inſant-Bap- 
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—— unto me, and Ijudg- 
40 Gat ſick qu Expreſſions might have en- 
y in Service. 

4 only thus much more to add, That where- 
as Mr. Hutchinſon'and Mr. D'Lawn again and again 
inſimuate, as though I had only dicted, and not 
added any aka for proof of my Poſitions and Aſ- 
ſertions, I to your Conſciences whe- 
ther it be fo or no, * challenge Mr. D'Laun, yea, 
or any other, 

1. To produce any one Poſition ar Aſſertion 
wherein the Cauſe of Infant-Baptiſm is concerned, 
that I have laid down without proof, yea, and that 
when it can rationally have been. judged to be ne- 
bien 3 laid down and N 
yllogiſtically, 

To inſtance in any one Argument or orte. 
on, wn is offercd and raiſed againſt our Judgmen 
and Practice by Mr. Tombs in T third = 86 ln his 
Review, or any where elſe, or any other, that I 
have not either expreſſy anſwered, or at leaſt may 
not receive a juſt and ful Anſwer from what I have 
ſaid in the one or the other of thoſe Tracts I have 
made pnblick. 

To inſtance in any one of all thoſe Arguments 
I have laid down, that either Mr. Huschinſon, or 
Mr. D* or any one elſe, have fo much as at- 

ed to ſhew the weakneſs and invalidity of, 
nd ſure all Men muſt * conclude it is a 2 e 
4 Contu⸗ 
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afutation of Es there is not 
that is laid 1 Cn to ft. the i, the, 
to dating or weakning of which has been 
much as attempted. For Men to c out of Ns 
ting. when they know in their Conſciences that no- 
thing is affirmed but what is proved, and that by 
fuch Arguments as they dare not undertake to an- 
(wer, fignifies but little. Surely I may do with 
ſuch Confutations and Animadverſions, as Fob 
profeſſes he would have done with any Book his 
Adverſaries ſhould have written againſt him, viz. 
take them wpon my. 8 boulder, and bind them 404 Crown 
to me, 
And now, Reverend and beloved Brethren, Bear 
with me, ' though I take the boldneſs earneſtly to 
inteat and beſcech you, having laid aſide all Anti- 
cipations and Prejudices, yea, all luperfluity of 
naugghtineſs, yet once again ſe- 
u-. uſe riouſly to receive, and in the fear 
— mg G.] of God our father, and our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, throughly 
ponder the Arguments, that have been. both by 
by others and my ſelf (which in part are here again 
in Love, and I hope I may ſay in a Spirit of Meck- 
neſs, preſented to you) for your ſatisfaction, and 
chuſe rather to become victorious Captives unto 
Truth, than to lie under the Charge of holding faſt 
Deceit, and refuſing to return. It is true, you 
have given us ſome account why you cannot receive 
that tor Truth which we judge to be ſo; but I 
can hardly think (bear with my plainneſs) but upon 
4 ſerious Review your ſelves muſt needs on it to 
be unſatisfactory. I doubt not but youhave wei 
ed again aad again the Arguments pleaded by ſome 
EY on 


«A __ +. £4. c cwuwaww ooo 


: B+. > 


$71.8 

the behalf of our judgment and Practice, drawn 
dom the Covenant: But let me ſay, Have not ſome 
Miſtakes, which ſince have been diſcovered and 
reQified, occationed your rejection of them? For 
my own part I muſt ſay had not Levidently ſeen a 
way to rectify thole Miſtakes, if I had not in 
your Tents, I ſhould not have abode in your o 
ſite s with any conſiderable ſatisfaction to my elf 
Had it been ſo indeed as ſome have thought, that 
the Covenant entred with Abraham had taken in all 
his Poſterity, at leaſt deſcending by Iſaac and Jacob, 
during the Firſt- Teſtament-Adminiſtration, meerly 
as ſuch, I could not but have judged it a very rati- 
onal Sup that that had been a Priyiledg pe- 


culiar to himſelf, and not continued to all believing 
Parents; or could I not have maintained the Co- 


venant-lntereſt of the Infant-Seed of Believers, but 
by diſtinguiſhing of the Covenant as Internal and 
External, I ſte not how I could upon any ſolid 
Grounds have maintained it. Or did the Covenant 
only convey unto them External Priviledges, as the 
Ground upon which their Covenant-Intereſt and 
Baptiſm are pleaded upon, would have appeared to 
me leſs ſure and firm; ſo I ſhould have ſomewhat 
heſitated whether the Advantages redounding to 
them, at leaſt in reſpe& of thoſe that die in their 
Infancy, would countervail the Inconyeniences of 
a Conteſt thereabout. Or had it been ſo that that 
grand Promiſe of the Covenant, wherein God pro- 
muſes to be a God to Abraham and his Seed, had 
(as ſimply and abſolutely conſidered) included all 
Spiritual Good, and conſequently that all that have 
an actual Intereſt in that Promiſe, muſt needs either 
de preſenti actually have, or de futuro be infallibly 


aſſured 
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aſfured of faving Grace, I ſhould have j it 
at leaſt very probable that the Covenant be 
reſtrained to the Ele 3 or yet could I not haveal- 


Adminiſtrationg it, 
they had indeed no Intereſt at all in it, and conſe- 
quently not to be baptized. But I am fully fatisfied 
theſe are meerMiſtakes, it is quite otherwiſe, 
And hence not only that the Infant-Seed of Belic- 
vers are in Covenant, but the Conſiſtency of their 
being ſo with all thoſe Orthodox Doctrines main- 
— by you and us 828 
with the very great Benefit and Advantage 
have thereby, appears with ſo much — 
evidence to me, that I can hard eben to won- 
der they ſhould not do fo to all others, who have at- 
rained to any Competency of Ability for the com- 
paring one Scripture with another. And though [ 
ſuppoſe ſome of you may fay ſomewhat more to 
ſe, than any of thoſe, who ſince theſe Miſtakes 
ve been rectified, and our Practice truly founded 
upon its right Baſis, have appeared in favour of your 
Caule, have ſaid: Yet let me ſay, I verily believe 
they will never be able to anſwer, either fome of 
thoſe Arguments Mr. Baxter has laid down for the 
Church-Memberſhip of the Infant - Seed of Belie- 
vers, or that I have offered for the eſtabliſhing of 
their Covenant-Intercft and Right to Baptiſm 


thereupon. So as that a tender Conſcience reſiding 

in a Heart, from whom God bas not bid c 4% 
can quietly acquieſce therein. As for thoſe two 
wha have concerned themſelves in my Eu- 
deavouꝛs to let in ſome further Light into this Con- 
| troverly, 
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 troyerly, let your Conſciences fpeale out, Did you 
ever read ſuch in Animadverfions and 
— 4. = 2 — the other at- 
t in the to ll nſufficiency of an 
Ur 
' could the Authors: nor can you ſuppoſe that ſuch 
Diſcourſes can yeild any other Advantage to your 
Cauſe than this, viz- that although they ſignify no- 
thing to thoſe that read them, yet will give riſe to 
a general Rumour that ſuch a Book is anſwered. 
And alas! how are they forced, that what they Gy 
may carry ſome appearance of a Reply to our Argu- 
ments, to feign us to uſe other Mediums, or to 
argue quite otherwiſe than indeed we do, and impoſe 
us ſuch Conceſſions as we are no way obliged 
to, but do expreſly reject. a 
As to the former, in reſpect of which your ſelves 
are not wholly innocent, how evident is ĩt both in 
that Su | of Mr. Hatchinſon, juftified by Mr. 
D'Lazn,that the main Ground we lay or can lay, to 
the Church-Memberſhip and Baptiſm of the — ly 
Seed of Believers, is their Relation to Abrabam 2s 
his Seed; and alſo that Suppoſal, that I argue from 
the Analogy - Baptiſm bears with Circumciſion, ' 
which is a tly falſe, and is diſown- 
ed by me. It is the Command t keep the Cove- 
nant that I argue from, and only mention Circum- 
ciſion to ſhew that hy Covenant is there meant the 
Token of the Covenant. * Es 
As for the latter, take two Inftances at preſent, 
Both Mr. Hutchinſon and Mr. D' Laun will needs 
ſuppoſe and ſeem to think, that we muſt grant that 
that Covenant entred with Abraham, Gen. 17. was 
the Old Covenant, ſaid by the Apoſtle to be vaniſhed 


away. 
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away» . 2dly. That that Covenant did reach unta, 
and take in all Abrgham's natural Poſterity, mecerly 
as ſuch, during the Firſt-Teſtament-Adminiſtrati- 
ons. Both which things we abſolutely deny, 
And that exceſſive Wrong done to ſeveral wor- 
thy Antipædobaptiſts in wreſting and pexverting 
their Writings in favour of yaur Practice, is an et- 
fect of the ſame Cauſe. >” 55 * 
Brethren, theſe things ought not to be ſo, nei- 
ther (could the Aſſerters of your Practice give any 
rational Reply to our Arguments without 'the 
help of ſuch Artifices) would they be ſo. Can 
you anſwer our Arguments ? ſpare us not, but 
do not feign us to argue from ſuch Topicks, 
and after ſuch a manner as we do not. If any An- 
tipædo - baptiſts have written any thing that really 
countenances your Cauſe, let their words be can- 
_ didly — — but wrelt not their words, whoſe 
Owners abborred Union with your Aſſemblies, to ſuch 
a ſence as they never — — will their words 
jaſtly bear. But Brethren, did the Supportation of 
your judgment and Practice only enforce thoſe that 
engage therein thus to deal with us, it might be 
more eaſily paſſed over. But alas! how do they 
injure evelithe Holy Ghoſt himſelt, partly by opegly 
contradicting the expreſs Letter of his holy O-acles. 
Thus to deny that God in that Promiſe Gen.17. 7. 
intended Abraham g natural Childen, and in parti- 
cular thoſe that immediatly proceded from his own 
Loins, as ſome do; or to athrm that that Cove- 
nant was the Covenant of Works, which Believers 
are now dead unto. or to deny the Continuation 
of that Promiſc to believing Gentiles, and that in 
the ſame extent in which it was given to Abraham, 
as 
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as à belleving Parent of natural Children: What 
is it but to ſay to the Holy Ghoſt, as they to the 
Prophet, Thow ſpeakeſt falſly?:) Let that Gen. 17. 7; 
be compared with Gal. 3. 14, 17, 29. Parti by 
impoſin his words ſuch; a' ſence as which 
himſelf Fat no>where elſe uſeq them in, and that 
in a direct oppoſition to that ſence he uſually and 
frequently hath uſed them in 3 ſo in reſpect of that 
Lab 19. 9. and 1 Cor. 7. 14. Partly bychargin 

him with ſuch impertinent Probations of his AC 
ſertions, ant Enforcements of his Exhortations, as 
Men of common Capacities are not ordinarily in- 


* cident unto ; thus in reſpect of that As 16. 3 1. 


1. Cor. 7. 14. Neither can the Covenant - Intereſt of 
the Intant- Seed of Believers be rejected without 
at leaſt a ſeeming Reflection upon the Grace and 
Love of God, that he ſhould utterly conceal from 
his People what becomes of their Infant - Seed who. 
are cropt off in the Bud, before they have arrived to 
a Capacity of refuſing the Evil and chuſing the 
Good 3 as in ciſe the Covenant ſecures not their 
future ſtate (which in caſe it reaches them not, it 
cannot do) he has undoubtedly done. 

As to that Suppoſition, that the Covenant is 
made with the Elect, it is a meer Miſtake, as I 
conecive may be undeniably demonſtrated from 
thoſe Reaſons among others that Mr. D*Laun of- 
fers to prove that Infants cannot be concerned in 
it. And if you ſhall ſay, As for our own parts we 
deny not their Covenant-Intereft, it is their Baptiſm we 
deny. 

Let me ſay, Brethren, It would — of our 
Hearts to underſtand that it were ſo indeed. But 
pray deal plainly, let not your Auditors n_ Fol- 

wers 
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yet — Sy rump — to be cofſed to and fro 
by every wind of Doctrine, or elſe that Divine Diſ- 
pleaſure antedates the Judgment of the great Day, 
iaviſibly recompenting Deceit wich Vanity: Either 
of which, eſpecially the latter, ſuppoling they they muſt, 
as (to ſpeak plainly) Lam much perfwaded they 
— to be aſeribed thereunto, calls aloud, as to 
all Men, not to enter into your Paths, ſeeing whac 
befalls others may befall them, without De- 
liberation, Prayer, and utmoſt Search of th 
tures, and yet at laſt ſuppoſing them to be fatisfied 
that that is the way they ſhould walk in, to do it 
with a holy. fear and ſo that you do re- 
vei your Grounds again and again, and be ſure 
you 


1 
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hat Opinion and Practice, thus viſibly 

with Divine Puniſhments and Judgments, having 
no ſmall Intereſt in the prevailing thereof among 
Men, and Cauſa Cauſe, &c. 


Brethren, There are ſeveral other things I could 
willingly have ſaid to you; but theſe things I judg 
neceffary to ſet before you, partly as matter of La- 
mentation, and partly as Motives, yet once © again 
with all ſeriouſneſs to review this Controverly ſo 

long depending between us. And remember, that 
not only your ſelves, but God our Father, and our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, his Church and People, with the 
Souls of not a few Infants, eſpecially of ſuch whoſe 
Months are limited to Immaturity of Age, axe 
——— — 7 

eſolutions you thereupon fix in. our 
ment and Practice, this Quietes vivit adbuc, Chriftus 
manet inſuperabile verum. As for you, in xeviewing 
this Controverſy, and fixing your Reſolutions there 
upon, let me beſeech you to keep in mind what 
your ſelves perfectly know, v5z. That Conſcience 
is Res delicata, * cannot lie — eaſe as Job's Le- 
viathan can, when ſharp- pointed things are ſirew- 
ed under it 5 and beſides it may, oſten does, 
record ſuch things as at preſent it does not ſenſibly 
diſcover any offence at. 


I ſhall add no more, ſave only to beg your Pardon 
for my plainneſs, and commend you to God, _ 
U 
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of his Grace, ſpecial that good 
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n 16. 13. and aſſure you, I am-ſincerely yours, 
toſerve yu ip Oboe LOI 


dy ' FOSBRH.WBISTON 


| 40 


, F INTS. 


35 READER; 


-T'* Author-bath Sad more rag " his Set in 
three 9" emituled, | _ fret | 
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